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Deep State: Pulling Strings 
From Behind the Scenes 
After the election of Donald Trump, many 
Americans noticed the concerted efforts 
by intelligence agencies, government 
bureaucrats, rich elites, and major media to 
vilify Trump and stop his agenda — for the 
first time noticing the Deep State. (January 
8, 2018, 48pp) TNA180108 


California Burning: Global Warming 

or Federal Mismanagement? 

With large sections of California — including 
many houses — going up in flames this past 
year, many prominent people, have blamed 
global warming for the fires. But the evidence 
— strongly —points elsewhere. (February 5, 
2018, 48pp) TNA180205 
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Guilty Until Proven Innocent 

We Americans have long prided ourselves in creating 
a government that serves the people, not oppresses 
them. We were “innocent until proven guilty” in a 
court of law. That entire ideal is now being undone. 
(March 19, 2018, 48pp) TNA180319 
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Donald Trump: 1st Year 
As an object of scorn and hate of all parts 
of the establishment — politicians, media, 
intelligence agencies, and globalists — 
President Trump was expected to be thwarted 
in most every effort to fulfill campaign 
promises, but he has shown surprising 
resilience and found some success. (February 
19, 2018, 48pp) TNA180219 


Monopoly: Fears, Fallacies, and Facts 
Probably every high-school student in 
America has heard that Theodore Roosevelt 
busted monopolies that harmed Americans, 
monopolies using their size to put other 
companies out of business so that they could 
then raise prices. That is just one fiction 
upended in this article. (March 5, 2018, 48pp) 
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It's Never Been About Trading 


Learn how our personal freedoms and national independence 
are being undermined by the establishment's “international 
merger” agenda. Then, use this book to wake up your fellow 
Americans and work with them to stop the New World Order. 
This fourth printing includes a new chapter on “Amending 
the Constitution by Treaty” and an “Addendum Two,’ which 
provides updates on international merger news since the 2015 


third printing. (2017ed., 185pp, 1/$9.95; 12-23/$7.50ea; 24- 


39/$5.50ea; 40+/$4.95ea) BKIMFE17 


QUANTITY TITLE PRICE TOTAL PRICE > 
ELPA )BS.org = Mail completed form to: 
ShopJBS « P.0. BOX 8040 
: APPLETON, WI 54912 
Order Online: www.ShopJBS.org : 
Credit-card orders call toll-free now! 1 -800-342-6491 
Name 
Address 
SHIPPING/HANDLING wi RESIDENTS ADD i i 
SUBTOTAL (see cant BELOW) 5% SALES TAX TOTAL oy Sele ae 
For shipments outside the U.S., please call for rates. L) Check OI VISA LU Discover as ae 
Order Subtotal | Standard Shipping | Rush Shipping (1 Money Order (MasterCard UU American Express VisvAte Diener Anecan Es 
$0-10.99 $6.36 $9.95 Standard: 4-14 =e eee 
$11.00-19.99 $7.75 $12.75 business days. Make checks payable to: ShopJBS 
$20.00-49.99 $9.95 $14.95 Rush: 3-7 business 
$50.00-99.99 $13.75 $18.75 days, no P.O. Boxes, # Exp. Date 
$100.00-149.99 $15.95 $20.95 HI/AK add $10.00 
$150.00+ call call 180319 


Signature 


new AMCr 


Vol. 34, No. 6 March 19, 2018 


Cover SToRY 


POLITICS 


10 Guilty Until Proven Innocent 
by Steve Byas — Imagine being accused of rape, and rather than the 
state having to prove you guilty, you had to prove your innocence. 


Photo: Getty Images Plus; Design by Katie Br 


FEATURES 


CULTURE 


19 From Prozac to Parkland: 


Are Psychiatric Drugs Causing Mass Shootings? 
by Selwyn Duke — Mass killers often have psychiatric drugs in 
their blood. And the drugs can cause “homicidal ideation.” 


POLITICS 


22 Unmaking Gun-free Killing Zones 
by Dave Bohon — Mass shooting incidents in America usually 
happen where law-abiding citizens are disarmed. 


jgroup/ iStock/Getty Images Plus 


25 Trump’s Towering Spending 
by Charles Scaliger — President Donald Trump’s budget proposal 
would boost spending above Obama-era levels. 


BOOK REVIEW 
29 A Democrat Defending Trump 


by Steve Byas — Alan Dershowitz is a well-known Democrat legal 
scholar, but he is aghast at the political Russiagate witch hunt of Trump. 


AP Images 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 


33 Worse Than Watergate? 
Is Obama Like Nixon — Only More So? 
by Selwyn Duke — President Nixon hired men to illegally spy on 
Democrat headquarters. Under Obama, government agencies lied to 
spy on Trump and frame him. Both times it was covered up. 


AP Images 


THE LAST WORD 
44 Memos, Indictments, and the Deep State Coup 
by William EF Jasper 
DEPARTMENTS 
5 Letters to the Editor 32 The Goodness of America : 
6 Inside Track 39 Exercising the Right < 


9 QuickQuotes 41 Correction, Please! COVER Photo: Getty Images Plus; Design by Katie Bradley 


Our sf ainkhy2 sO Ut 6-6 Mini Ul yay Olli eC Olney. 


DO YOU WANT TO 


INFLUENCE 
THEIR FUTURE? 


You’re not one to leave that responsibility to someone else. 
You're a leader. As a constitutionalist, you want an effective 

way to roll back the tide of socialism and restore American 
liberty. And you want to do so without wasting your time trying to 
reinvent the wheel. 


Climb Into Our Vehicle and Turn the Key 

Your time is limited. You need a program that will maximize your 
efforts. With six decades of proven leadership experience and 
our NEW Volunteer Leaders Accelerated Performance Series, The 
John Birch Society has the turnkey program you need to grow 
your influence and secure the future. 


Follow our comprehensive 10-point game plan and you'll obtain: 

e The power of national concerted action 

e Trustworthy and professional material to educate yourself and others 
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The Proof Is in the Reaction 
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most effective and most organized 
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effective opposition. 
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Unlikable Liberals 


I believe that liberals can’t be Americans, 
especially after viewing the State of the 
Union address a few weeks ago. They 
were so toxic and disrespectful, to the 
point of embarrassment. They seem to 
hate anything good about America, and 
they could have easily been mistaken for 
foreign enemies. 

It has become clear that they are the 
party of hypocrisy, dissent, ethnic conflict, 
race baiting, violent riots, immorality, and 
treason. Liberalism has become a disease. 

Liberals would have you believe that 
they are the compassionate, benevolent 
guardians of the poor. In reality, they are 
the exploiters of the poor, using them for 
votes and as steppingstones to power so 
that they can divide and conquer. They 
operate on hate. 

They don’t embrace America; they 
apologize for it. They even have whites 
apologize for being white. Most liberals 
can’t even define their own purpose, ex- 
cept to destroy Trump. 

Liberals want mass, unvetted illegal 
immigration. This is the fastest way to 
bring America down. They vote against 
their own prosperity and think America 
itself is the problem. When liberals lose, 
America wins! 

Kim OLSON 
Janesville, Wisconsin 


Words Mean Things 


As a teenager I attended a Catholic board- 
ing school in California. I actually became 
a student there in 1954 when I was 11 
years old, in the sixth grade. The school 
was run by a religious order that had origi- 
nated in Italy. In fact, many of the priests 
I had for teachers had lived under Benito 
Mussolini before they came to the United 
States to teach. They were very impressed 
with the Founders of our country. 

On many occasions my instructors 
would compare the American Revolu- 
tion with the French Revolution. They, of 
course, told us about the inalienable rights 
that our Founders wrote about in our Dec- 
laration of Independence. It was explained 
to us that our Founders talked about the 
pursuit of happiness, instead of the attain- 
ment of happiness, because as Christians 
they understood that we would not attain 
true happiness in our lifetime. Many of 
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the French felt that if they could get away 
from the divine right of kings and let the 
people be in charge everything would be 
just fine. They were convinced that vox 
populi est vox Dei: That is, the voice of 
the people is the voice of God. To the 
French there was something sacred about 
democracy, about the same way present- 
day progressives think. Our Founders did 
not fall for this line of thinking because of 
the disastrous history of pure democracies 
over the years. 
Dr. W. DAVID HERBERT, Esq. 
Billings, Montana 


Breaking the Mold 


In your February 5 issue of THE NEw 
AMERICAN (Quick Quotes), you quoted 
billionaire and major Democrat donor 
Tom Steyer as saying, “I am willing to 
do whatever it takes to save our country. 
A year ago, no one knew what a Donald 
Trump presidency would look like, or how 
he would behave. We now know that the 
Oval Office cannot shape a man who does 
not believe in constitutional democracy.” 
Since Steyer’s fortune apparently has 
not taught him anything about the Ameri- 
can people or America’s type of govern- 
ment or the U.S. Constitution, he should 
be enlightened. First, we did not elect 
Trump president to be shaped by the Oval 
Office; we elected him to shape that of- 
fice. Second, what is this “constitutional 
democracy” to which he refers? The pres- 
ident’s oath was not to any such imagined 
monstrosity. His oath was “to preserve, 
protect, and defend the U.S. Constitu- 
tion,” and the U.S. Constitution does not 
contain the word “democracy.” It does 
say in Article IV, Section 4, “The United 
States shall guarantee to every State in 
this Union a Republican Form of Gov- 
ernment, and shall protect each of them 
against Invasion.” Since he took his oath 
of office, that is what Trump has tried to 
do, despite imbeciles such as Steyer get- 
ting in his way. 
FRANK B. TURBERVILLE, JR. 
Milton, North Carolina 


Send your letters to: THE NEw AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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“Socialism is a movement that loves a smear,” Wayne LaPierre, 
the CEO of the National Rifle Association (NRA), told the Con- 
servative Political Action Conference (CPAC) on February 22. 
“Racists, misogynists, sexists, xenophobe and more. These are 
the weapons and vitriol these character assassinations scream 
to permanently hang on their targets ... because socialism feeds 
off manipulated victims.” 

In his fiery speech, LaPierre argued that “European-style so- 
cialists” are taking over the Democratic Party. He stated that 
many leftist groups — including Occupy Wall Street, Black Lives 


Matter, and Antifa — want to eliminate the requirement for due 
process enshrined in the U.S. Constitution. “The elimination of 
due process is the very gold standard of the socialist state,” he 
said. LaPierre told CPAC, “The whole idea from some of our 
opponents that armed security makes us less safe is completely 
ridiculous.” 

However, one of the proposals of LaPierre’s own NRA bears 
careful scrutiny itself when it comes to the issue of due pro- 
cess. The NRA has argued that persons with severe mental ill- 
ness should be precluded from purchasing or owning a firearm. 
While this seems, on the surface, to be a reasonable proposal, 
what are the criteria for determining who is too mentally ill to be 
allowed to possess a firearm? After all, Joy Behar of The View 
recently alleged Vice President Mike Pence was mentally ill due 
to his Christian views on prayer; some have even charged that 
President Donald Trump is suffering from mental problems. In 
the old Soviet Union, any person who opposed communism was 
considered to be suffering from mental illness. 

If Americans do not want to lose their right to keep and bear 
arms, the Second Amendment notwithstanding, they had better 
begin to educate their friends and neighbors and their members 
of Congress on just why the Second Amendment is included in 
the Constitution. And do it quickly. 


Massive Opposition Kills Hawaii Anti-homeschool Bill 


A tsunami of opposition was able to derail an extreme bill in 
Hawaii, known as SB2323, that would have treated homeschool 
families as guilty until proven innocent. Citing several “high- 
profile abuse cases,” the lawmaker behind the legislation, Demo- 
crat State Senator Kaiali‘i Kahele, suggested parents were by 
nature suspicious — especially if they want to be in charge of 
their children’s education. As such, under his bill, parents would 
have been subjected to intrusive state screening before being “al- 
lowed” to remove their children from government education. The 
senator described the public schools as a “layer of protection,” 
while referring to home education as a “loophole” through which 
parents were being allowed to remove their children from the 
“protection” of government. 

The scheme passed its first reading in the legislature before 
finally dying a well-deserved death when the sponsor pulled 
it on February 14 in the face of massive opposition. While he 
apologized for offending homeschool families, Senator Kahele 
promised to return next session with another bill on the issue. 

One of the activists responsible for killing the bill was Hawaii 
Homeschool Network chief Nicole Ryan, a homeschool parent 
and a certified teacher employed by the Hawaii Department of 
Education who has seen the system up close. In a February 12 
letter, Ryan outlined some of the myriad other problems with the 
bill: “Requiring criminal background checks of current home- 
schooling families who are law abiding is both costly and un- 
necessary.... Home visits are a clear invasion of privacy. Finally, 
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approval of a local principal would be a burden on the school 
that takes away the valuable time and focus needed for all the 
[children] who are enrolled at their school.” 

Ryan also cited the waste of taxpayer dollars to investigate 
homeschooling families, who virtually always have the best inter- 
est of their children at heart. Making matters worse, lawmakers 
did not even consult the home-education community: “It is very 
concerning that the population who is directly affected by this 
potential law has been excluded from the development of this 
proposal. The lack of community input is quite alarming.” 
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Yale Offers Course to Pounteract “Whiteness” in Society 


Yale University is offering a course 
this semester designed to guide stu- 
dents through an examination of 
the “construction and counternar- 
ratives around whiteness.” 

As reported February 19 by 
TheCollegeFix.com, the goal of 
the new course is to “help students 
understand and counteract ‘white- 
ness,’ exploring such topics as 
‘white imagination,’ ‘white prop- 
erty’ and ‘white speech.’” 

The course, entitled “Construc- 
tions of Whiteness,” is being offered by Yale’s English depart- 
ment, which describes the class as an “interdisciplinary approach 
to examining our understanding of whiteness.” Taught by Pro- 
fessor Claudia Rankine, the course will deal with whiteness “as 
a culturally constructed and economically incorporated entity, 
which touches upon and assigns value to nearly every aspect of 
American life and culture.” 

According to the syllabus, the focus of the course is to “create 
a lab for the construction of counternarratives around whiteness 
in any creative form: play, poem, memoir, etc.” The syllabus goes 
on to explain that the class is divided into eight topics: “Construc- 
tions of Whiteness, White Property, White Masculinity, White 


Femininity, White Speech, White 
Prosperity, White Spaces, and 
White Imagination.” 

Among the required reading for 
the course, TheCollegeFix.com 
reported, are Michael Kimmel’s 
Angry White Men: American Mas- 
culinity at the End of an Era, Rich- 
ard Dyer’s White: Essays on Race 
and Culture, and Richard Delgado 
and Jean Stefanic’s Critical White 
Studies: Looking Behind the Mir- 
ror. Students will also read The 
White Card, a play by Professor Rankine that uses a contrived 
plot to pose the question, “Can American society progress if 
whiteness stays invisible?” 

Capitalizing on perceived racial inequality has apparently be- 
come a trend in higher education. At the University of Wisconsin- 
Madison, Professor Damon Sajnani teaches a course entitled “The 
Problem of Whiteness,” which seeks to help students “understand 
how whiteness is socially constructed and experienced in order to 
help dismantle white supremacy,” the course description reads. 
Similarly, California’s Stanford University offers a course en- 
titled “White Identity Politics,” which has students ruminating 
over such issues as the “possibilities of abolishing whiteness.” 
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Brutal MS-13 Gang Has Spread to 22 States 


A February 2018 report from the Center for Immigration Studies 
(CIS) — a nonprofit research organization specializing in immi- 
gration-related matters — reveals that the MS-13 (Mara Salva- 
trucha) transnational criminal gang has spread to 22 US. states. 

The report noted that 207 murders have been tied to MS-13 
since 2012, and there are over 500 cases nationwide of MS-13 
members being charged in major crimes. The states with the 
greatest number of such cases were California, with 92; Mary- 
land, with 85; New York, with 80; and Virginia, with 63. 

CIS researchers, after reviewing more than 500 cases of 
MS-13 gang members arrested nationwide since 2012, con- 


cluded that the growth of the gang’s influence represents an 
extremely serious threat to public safety in communities where 
MS-13 has established itself. Furthermore, concluded CIS, this 
growth is directly connected to the illegal arrival and resettle- 
ment of more than 300,000 Central American youths and fami- 
lies that has continued unabated for six years. Another factor 
named by the immigration organization has been the de-pri- 
oritization of immigration enforcement in the interior of the 
country that occurred during the same time as the arrival of the 
young illegal aliens. 

Jessica Vaughan, the director of policy studies at CIS, noted 
that the Trump administration has declared war on MS-13, repris- 
ing a similar initiative launched by the Bush administration in 
2005 that stifled the gang’s activity after several years. However, 
noted the report, the gang has been able to rebuild itself since 
2012, which was the year that Barack Obama was reelected to 
the presidency. 

The report said that the growing number of so-called sanctuary 
cities has hampered efforts to apprehend MS-13 members, stat- 
ing, “The proliferation of sanctuary policies that interfere with 
cooperation between state and local law enforcement agencies 
threatens to hamper efforts to stifle MS-13 activity. The federal 
government must take steps to clarify how federal law permits 
such cooperation and also must set up consequences for those 
jurisdictions and officials who impose sanctuary policies.” 
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World Government Summit Targets America, Freedom 


op globalists, communists, and 
| Islamists from around the world 
gathered February 10-13 in Dubai, 
United Arab Emirates, for the World Gov- 
ernment Summit to push for what they 
called a “new world order.” More than 
a few speakers made clear that liberty, 
self-government, and the “America First” 
agenda were in the cross hairs. 

On the other hand, big government, 
trans-humanism, and globalism were 
presented as the solution to basically ev- 
erything, from alleged man-made “global 
warming” and health problems to un- 
employment and even hate. Aside from 
global governance and statism, one of 
the key themes of the conference was the 
merger of man and machine to become 
“cyborgs.” Artificial intelligence and 
“Happiness,” directed by authorities, were also major topics. 

In an official press release put out February 13 by the World 
Government Summit, the organizers said the event ended with “a 
plea for institutions to realign with the new world order.” And the 
speakers made that clear, too. Among those quoted in the press 
release, one claimed that people’s expectations “need govern- 
ments to develop progressive policies that can accommodate the 
global transition.” 

World Government Summit Chairman Mohammed Abdul- 
lah Al Gergawi, who also serves as “Minister of the Future,” 
boasted that the summit, now in its sixth year, was a “per- 
manent knowledge platform” for governments. “Through the 
World Government Summit, we seek to create new models of 
international cooperation,” he said, touting the agenda of “His 
Highness Sheikh Mohammed bin Rashid Al Maktoum,” prime 
minister of the United Arab Emirates. The goal is to “prepare 
for the future within the framework of global efforts to achieve 
a common goal.” 

The anti-American tone of the latest confab was noticed by 
more than a few observers. “This is a very anti-American three- 
day globalist summit,” reported WND February 18, pointing 
to various anti-America, anti-Trump rants by celebrities and 
globalist bigwigs at the summit that made America the “num- 
ber 1 enemy.” Among them was aging celebrity turned man- 
made-global-warming theorist Robert De Niro, who ridiculed 
his homeland, referring to it as a “backward country, a place 
where science once reigned and lately has been replaced by 
ignorance.” 

Some of the high-profile speakers at the summit and their 
comments were also a dead giveaway about the agenda. UN 
World Health Organization boss Dr. Tedros Adhanom Ghebr- 
eyesus, an Ethiopian communist, for example, promoted gov- 
ernment control of healthcare under the guise of providing “uni- 
versal” health. In fact, he claimed that “pursuing” government 
healthcare “is the responsibility of every country and national 
government.” 


Robert 
De Niro 


Beyond promoting the government takeover and destruction 
of healthcare, a number of speakers also promoted a radical re- 
structuring of government education to help centrally plan the 
economy. For instance, Sheikh Abdullah bin Zayed, the “Minister 
of Foreign Affairs and International Cooperation” for the United 
Arab Emirates, called for “identifying pupils talented in comput- 
ing at an early age.” New government “education” standards need 
to begin in “nurseries and preschools,” he said. 

The world government confab received almost no coverage in 
establishment media outlets in the United States, despite the at- 
tendance and support of multiple prominent journalists and media 
organs. But lest the summit be dismissed as a fringe gathering of 
irrelevant kooks, a brief look at the 130 speakers reveals strong 
establishment support for the world government agenda. 

The list includes World Bank President Jim Yong Kim; 
World Economic Forum boss Klaus Schwab; International 
Monetary Fund boss Christine Lagarde; UNESCO Director 
General Audrey Azoulay, a well-known socialist; World Trade 
Organization boss Roberto Azevedo; former Obama regulato- 
ry czar and fringe totalitarian Cass Sunstein, who infamously 
called for a ban on conspiracy theories; far-left Huffington 
Post founder Arianna Huffington; executives from Google and 
Facebook; pseudo-journalists and globalist propagandists such 
as Kenneth Cukier of The Economist and Becky Anderson of 
CNN; Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Develop- 
ment boss Angel Gurria; a Chinese communist agent serving as 
UN under-secretary general; education ministers, bureaucrats, 
CEOs, and more. 

With the globalist movement increasingly dropping the mask, 
and the Internet making it easy to spread information, Americans 
have an unprecedented opportunity to derail the global-govern- 
ment agenda on display at the summit. If the sleeping giant that 
is the American public wakes up, all the schemes for “world gov- 
ernment” in the world could be easily crushed. But getting in- 
volved now in preserving and protecting liberty, self-government, 
and the U.S. Constitution is crucial. 
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NRA Leader Concerned About 

Socialists Gaining Power in the United States 

“If these so-called European socialists take over the House and 
the Senate — and God forbid they get the White House again 
— our American freedoms could be lost and our country will be 
changed forever.” 

The executive director and CEO of the National Rifle Association 
Wayne LaPierre isn ¢ concerned only about protecting the right to 
own a gun. He also worries about Americans who are European- 
style socialists taking over Congress and the presidency. 


Scrapping NAFTA Not a Calamity for Canada .~ Wayne 

“There would be difficulties adjusting to the disappearance of an 

NAFTA, but it would not be a catastrophe. Canada would continue 

to do business with the United States — maybe just not as efficiently.” 

A former Canadian diplomat who is currently a trade lawyer based in Toronto, Lawrence L. Herman 
sees little to worry about should the United States quit NAFTA. 
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Indictment of Russians by Mueller Panel Is Meaningless 


= “Whether the Russian web brigades actually affected the outcome of 
ms es . the presidential election, or any other, is impossible to tell.” 
—~ So claimed the New York Times in a February 23 editorial. 
. ‘5 ’ 4 Supreme Court Justice Rejects 


Union Power to Command Fees 
“T don’t oppose the right of workers to organize. But the right to say 
. no to unions is just as important as the right to say yes.” 
With a decision soon to come from the high court about union power 
to extract dues payments from workers who dont join a union, the 
attitude of Justice Neil Gorsuch may well be decisive. 


Political Analyst Urges Democrats to Replace Pelosi and Others 

“If House Democrats could do one thing to improve their odds of winning the House back, it would 
probably be to install leaders that no one’s ever heard of.” 

A political analyst for the nonpartisan Cook Political Report, David Wasserman believes it will be 
difficult for Democrats to make the case that they are change agents with Pelosi holding a key congres- 
sional post. 


Many Red Flags Existed but No One Stopped School Killer 
“This kid exhibited every single known red flag, from cutting animals to having a cache of weapons to 
disruptive behavior to saying he wanted to be a school shooter. If this isn’t a person who should have 
gotten someone’s attention, I don’t know who is. This was a multi-system failure.” 

Broward County (Florida) Public Defender Howard Finkelstein now has the task of defending Nikolas 
Cruz, the accused killer of 17 who also wounded numerous others. | 


Columbine Survivor, Now an 
Elected Official, Opposes Gun-free Zones 
“As a former Columbine student who was a sophomore during the 
shootings on April 20, 1999, I will do everything in my power to 
prevent Colorado families from enduring the hardships my class- 
mates and I faced that day. Time and time again we point to the 
one common theme with mass [school] shootings: They occur in 
gun-free zones.” 
Now the Colorado House minority leader, Patrick Neville also wants 
to remove the ban barring properly trained individuals from having 
concealed-carry privileges in schools. 7 

— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANus 
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Imagine being accused of rape, and rather than the state having to prove you guilty, you 
had to prove your innocence. Would you think that fair? U.S. law is moving in that direction. 
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by Steve Byas 


he purpose behind protecting the 

rights of the accused is not to pro- 

tect the guilty, but instead to pro- 

tect the innocent. After all, when a person 
is found guilty, he will be punished. 

In the movie about the famed 16th- 
century English statesman Thomas More, 
A Man for All Seasons, More’s wife and 
daughter want a man arrested because he 
is “bad.” While More agrees he is a bad 
man, he insists the man should remain free 
until he breaks a law, even “if he were the 
devil himself.” At this point, a man named 
William Roper challenges More, “So, now 
you give the Devil the benefit of the law!” 

More responds, “Yes! What would you 
do? Cut a great road through the law to get 
after the Devil?” 

When Roper insists that he would “cut 
down every law in England to do that!” 
More explains why he would give even the 
Devil due process of law: “And when the 
last law was down, and the Devil turned 
*round on you, where would you hide, 
Roper, the laws all being flat? This coun- 
try is planted thick with laws, from coast 
to coast, Man’s laws, not God’s! And if 
you cut them down, and you’re just the 
man to do it, do you really think you could 
stand upright in the winds that would blow 
then? Yes, I’d give the Devil benefit of 
law, for my own safety’s sake!” 

From the time we are little children, 
we learn that a person is presumed in- 
nocent, in the eyes of our legal system, 
until proven guilty beyond a reasonable 
doubt. Increasingly, however, the concept 
that the accused is entitled to due process 
of law before suffering punishment at the 
hands of the government is under assault 
in the United States. 

In recent times, during both Democrat 
and Republican administrations, America 
has been drifting toward a new legal stan- 
dard — we are presumed guilty until we 
can prove our innocence. 

Many areas in which we can be pre- 
sumed guilty could be offered as evi- 
dence of these assertions, but we shall 
focus on four areas that are particularly 
egregious: indefinite detention under the 
National Defense Authorization Act, the 
no-fly list, civil asset forfeiture, and the 
attack upon due process at America’s col- 
leges and universities. 
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Those arrested can be designated enemy combatants 
by the administration, and then imprisoned indefinitely 
by the military without habeas corpus or trial or being 


found guilty. 


Indefinite Detention 

Buried in the mammoth National Defense 
Authorization Act (NDAA) — which 
funds military spending, and is considered 
must-pass legislation — is a provision that 
allows the president of the United States to 
capture and detain “enemy combatants,” 
including Americans, indefinitely, without 
any charges ever being brought. (This pro- 
vision was first passed in Fiscal Year 2012 
and has been continuously renewed since 
that time.) The language is written in such 
a sweeping way that even the United States 
itself can be considered part of the battle- 
field in the “war on terror.” Those arrested 
can be designated enemy combatants by 
the administration, and then imprisoned 
indefinitely by the military without habeas 
corpus or trial or being found guilty. Many 
Americans — such as former Army Public 
Affairs Officer Tom McCuin in his article 
“What’s Really in the National Defense 
Authorization Act?” — dismiss the threat 
this section of the NDAA poses, saying 
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that it presents no danger to Americans. 
They claim that Americans are safe from 
indefinite detention and that the law is nar- 
rowly focused and only applies to 


“covered persons” pursuant to the 
2001 AUMF [Authorization for the 
Use of Military Force — for those 
who attacked America on September 
11, 2001]. It defined covered persons 
as either someone “who planned, 
authorized, committed, or aided the 
terrorist attacks that occurred on Sep- 
tember 11, 2001, or harbored those 
responsible for those attacks,” or 
“who was a part of or substantially 
supported al-Qaeda, the Taliban, or 
associated forces...” 

Section 1022 required that anyone 
“who is captured in the course of hos- 
tilities” be held “in military custody 
pending disposition under the law of 
war.” It was intended to clarify that 
those detained during combat were 
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The people died quickly, our country slowly: The September 11, 2001 attacks on the Twin 
Towers in New York City and at the Pentagon led to a contraction of the civil liberties of millions 
of innocent American citizens, through some of the provisions of the so-called Patriot Act. 
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But if we give this power to one man, why have 
judges, courts, or a judicial system at all? 


not being held on criminal charges 
that required reading them their Mi- 
randa rights. 


But they are wrong: The law is so sweep- 
ing that any country, including the United 
States, is part of the global battlefield in 
our “war against terror, and those accused 
of being terrorists can be any nationality, 
including American — and can simply be 
“disappeared.” 

The law’s removal of Americans’ rights 
is no accident: The first iteration of the 
bill included a section that would have 
protected Americans from suffering arrest 
without protections of the Constitution, 
but not only did the Obama administra- 
tion threaten to veto the legislation if that 
wording were included, Defense Secre- 
tary Leon Panetta sent a letter to Senator 
Carl Levin (D-Mich.) stating that adding 
such wording “restrains the Executive 
Branch’s options to utilize, in a swift and 
flexible fashion, all the counterterrorism 
tools that are now legally available,” as is 
recounted in an article at pandaunite.org 
entitled “Top Myths About the NDAA.” 
Senator Lindsey Graham (R-S.C.) said 
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of the bill: “And those American citizens 
thinking about helping Al-Qaeda, please 
know what will come your way: Death, 
detention, prosecution.” Then-President 
Obama signed the bill into law, while 
promising not to arrest Americans. He 
probably should have added — unless he 
really wanted to do so. 

By placing indefinite detention into the 
NDAA, members of Congress are faced 
with either not funding our national de- 
fense or voting to strip Americans of basic 
protections against being unjustly jailed. 

History buffs, of course, remember par- 
allel legislation that passed the German 
Reichstag in 1934. In that year, using the 
fear of communist terror, the government 
passed the Reichstag Fire Decree, which, 
as stated in the online Huffington Post ar- 
ticle “This Administration Now Has the 
Power to Indefinitely Detain Americans 
Without Charge or Trial,” “suspended 
provisions of the Weimar constitution 
that protected civil liberties, including 
the right to a speedy trial, the right to face 
your accuser, protection against search 
and seizure without a warrant, the right 
to assemble and the right to free speech.” 


Its purpose is protection: As the very purpose of government is to protect us from those who 
commit evil acts against their fellow human beings, it serves no good public purpose to punish 
innocent individuals. An accused person isn’t necessarily a guilty one. 
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The culmination of Hitler’s abuses of civil 
liberties was the near-annihilation of Jews 
across Europe. 

However, some backers of indefinite 
detention argue that it is necessary to com- 
bat global terrorism, mocking the idea that 
an American president cannot be trusted to 
use this power judiciously. 

But if we give this power to one man, 
why have judges, courts, or a judicial sys- 
tem at all? 

For centuries, legal tradition — going 
back even before the founding of the Re- 
public — has recognized that a person 
cannot be held without a formal charge, 
and then must be afforded a trial. The 
U.S. Constitution, particularly in the Bill 
of Rights, places clear restrictions upon 
the power of the federal government. 
Amendment V says that no person can be 
“deprived of life, liberty, or property, with- 
out due process of law,” while the Sixth 
Amendment stipulates, “In all criminal 
prosecutions, the accused shall enjoy the 
right to a speedy and public trial, by an 
impartial jury.” Furthermore, the Posse 
Comitatus Act of 1878 forbids the use of 
the military in domestic law enforcement. 

The reason for these safeguards is so 
that government doesn’t abuse its privi- 
leges, and while an American president 
usually has support from about one-half 
of the populace, he is working at odds with 
the other half. 

President Trump has been accused by 
liberals of regularly assaulting women, 
having families thrown off their own 
properties so that he could build a casino, 
traitorously colluding with Russia to in- 
fluence an American presidential election, 
being racist in his choice of tenants for his 
rental dwellings, etc. Is he someone Dem- 
ocrats want to hold the power of legally 
making people disappear without being 
able to challenge such an action in court? 
Another Republican president, Richard 
Nixon, was guilty of ordering his agents 
to commit illegal acts in the Watergate 
scandal. 

Likewise President Obama has been ac- 
cused by his opponents of having the IRS 
penalize conservative businesses, having 
his Justice Department give guns to vio- 
lent Mexican gangs so that he could rail 
against the Second Amendment (Fast and 
Furious), accepting bribes and kickbacks 
from the Russians to sell American ura- 
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nium deposits to the Russians, persecuting 
Christians, fomenting hate between blacks 
and whites, shunting government money 
to political cronies by pretending it was 
meant to help the environment, etc. Is he 
someone Republicans want to hold the 
power of legally making people disappear 
without being able to challenge such an 
action in court? Another Democrat presi- 
dent, Bill Clinton, has been accused of 
rape and more criminal scandals than can 
be named here, including visiting a private 
island nicknamed “Sex Slave Island” on 
multiple occasions. 

In truth, it is probably unlikely that an 
innocent American would find himself 
in Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, but it sets a 
precedent for abolishing restrictions on 
government, a path that history — and the 
U.S. government’s warrantless spying on 
Americans’ electronic communications — 
tells us will grow hugely unless stopped 
in its tracks. 

Nineteenth-century British statesman 
Lord Acton put it well: “Power tends 
to corrupt, and absolute power corrupts 
absolutely.” 

Thomas Jefferson responded to the idea 
that we should simply trust the president, 
once remarking, “In questions of powers, 
then, let no more be heard of confidence 
in man, but bind him down from mischief 
by the chains of the Constitution.” 


The No-fly List 

Another chink in the armor protecting 
Americans from government abuse came 
about through the no-fly list. 

The no-fly list was created by the FBI 
after the September 11 attacks of 2001. It 
contains the names of people who have not 
committed any terrorist acts, yet whom the 
government suspects may someday com- 
mit terrorist acts so forbids them from 
flying on commercial airplanes. The ad- 
ministrations of Obama and Trump have 
continued to use the list. When first cre- 
ated in December 2001, only 594 people 
were on it. According to a June 20, 2016 
Washington Times article entitled “FBI 
no-fly list revealed: 81,000 names, but 
fewer than 1,000 are Americans,” “a top 
lawmaker” gave an outline “of the secre- 
tive program on the floor of the Senate” 
that day revealing that the list indeed held 
81,000 names. The list is used jointly with 
the “TSA selectee list,” which doesn’t 
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Giving up “good” to do good: The federal no-fly list is an example of the government ignoring 
due process of law to keep potential “terrorists” off commercial airlines. Unfortunately, the 
process has led to thousands of Americans finding themselves arbitrarily penalized. 


ban flying but mandates that persons on 
that list receive additional scrutiny when 
being screened. That list had about 28,000 
names in 2016, of which nearly 1,700 
were U.S. citizens. A person is not notified 
that he is on either list, and might never 
even be aware of it, unless prevented from 
boarding an airplane. In essence, a person 
is punished without any guilt being proved 
by any government. 

People are put on the no-fly list for a 
variety of reasons. An article entitled “8 
ways you can end up on the no-fly list,” by 
Sid Lipsey, quotes airline industry analyst 
Robert Mann and an article by the Inter- 
cept about a “secret document issued by 
the National Counterterrorism Center that 
details how the government puts people on 
the no-fly list as well as on terrorist data- 
bases.” One can be put on the no-fly list 
for either committing or being suspected 
of committing terrorist activity, traveling 
to certain countries, being a nonviolent 
political activist, having a name similar to 
someone on the list, refusing to become a 
government informant for the FBI, being 
the victim of a clerical error, having a non- 
terrorism-related open warrant, or making 
a tweet the government finds disturbing. 
That’s a list that is easy to get on. 

Americans on the list are treated dif- 
ferently from other Americans based on a 
guess as to what they might do. Not only 


is that un-American, but the slippery slope 
toward where its bad ends will lead is al- 
ready evident. 

The consequences could be dramatic. 
Imagine that some of your extended fam- 
ily resides in a part of the Middle East 
known for Islamic terrorism, and you 
visit yearly. On one of your trips, when 
attempting to return home to the United 
States, you are not allowed onto the plane 
because of your inclusion on the list, and 
you are stuck there. This has reportedly 
happened. Or what if you are a business- 
man who needs to fly for work and you are 
told out of the blue that the government 
won’t allow you to fly or tell you why you 
are banned or even allow you to appeal 
the decision in court? (According to the 
ACLU, since the government lost a case 
in federal court, it has committed to tell- 
ing interested Americans if they are on the 
no-fly list, as well as providing some sort 
of method to “redress” the problem, but it 
still refuses to give reasons to listees for 
their blacklisting.) 

The list was created in secret, and origi- 
nally operated in secret, with both the FBI 
and the TSA lying about its existence, 
which they did for the first two and a half 
years of the program. Because it is a secret 
list, people have no opportunity to argue 
against being placed on the list. And even 
after the list’s existence became known, 
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No-fly, no-buy: Gun-control advocates have seized upon the no-fly list as yet another way to 
infringe upon the right of Americans to keep and bear arms. Use of the no-fly list to take away an 
American’s right to purchase a firearm would leave a constitutional right’s protections up to the 
whim of some federal bureaucrat — who may be a gun-control fanatic. 


the government’s official policy was to 
not confirm or deny someone was on the 
list — even if someone was not allowed on 
a plane. Timothy Edgar, who helped over- 
see the list under both Bush and Obama, 
defended the secretive process of the list 
as a necessary evil, in order to combat ter- 
rorism. Edgar conceded that the list is “a 
little unfair, or a lot unfair, but this is a part 
of the new normal of post-9/11.” 

The reason given for keeping the names 
of those on the list secret, as well as the 
reasons for putting someone on the list in 
the first place, is that potential terrorists 
would be forewarned that they are being 
watched, and terrorists might ferret out 
American intelligence sources or meth- 
ods. But just because someone is on the 
no-fly list doesn’t mean he is subject to 
arrest, so he will find out the first time he 
tries to fly anyway — before he goes on 
his merry way. 

Congressman Justin Amash (R-Mich.) 
challenged the thinking that produced 


the no-fly list. “The government may 
not infringe on any of our rights with- 
out due process. People are added to the 
president’s No-Fly List on the basis of 
secret criteria, without trial and the abil- 
ity to confront the accuser, and without 
conviction. This list and others like it are 
unconstitutional.” 

But in truth, people who create lists 
such as these, or merely defend their use, 
don’t care about rights, at all. They care 
about physical safety while traveling 
and about alleviating personal fears, but 
definitely not about constitutionally pro- 
tected rights. Consider if we extend their 
rationale about using guesses, uncorrobo- 
rated accusations, and fear to guide gov- 
ernment. Since guns, knives, and motor 
vehicles are tools of the terrorist trade, 
all should be forbidden to suspected fu- 
ture killers. Too, logically, since terror 
suspects shouldn’t be able to fund their 
projects, under the same justification, 
government should deny Americans ac- 


Americans on the list are treated differently from 
other Americans based on a guess as to what they 
might do. Not only is that un-American, but the 
slippery slope toward where its bad ends will lead is 


already evident. 
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cess to the financial system: savings ac- 
counts, checking accounts, loans. Since 
people should not be able to plan terror- 
ist events, no terrorism suspect should 
expect any room in any dwelling he oc- 
cupies to be unbugged or be allowed to 
buy a computer, etc. All are about taking 
away some people’s freedoms based on 
the whim of a government bureaucrat. 

Sound totalitarian to you? 

One such infringement on personal 
freedom has already been brought forth. 
After the Orlando nightclub massacre by 
Islamic terrorist Omar Mateen, gun-con- 
trol advocates saw the list as a novel way 
to restrict Second Amendment-protected 
rights. “No-fly, no-buy” was the catchy 
phrase conjured up by gun-control advo- 
cates, including President Obama. “Peo- 
ple with possible ties to terrorism who 
are not allowed on a plane shouldn’t be 
allowed to buy a gun,” Obama insisted. 
(Emphasis added.) A bipartisan group of 
senators led by Republican Susan Collins 
(Maine) proposed a bill making it illegal 
for anyone on the no-fly or selectee list to 
buy a gun. 

The hazards of such a thing should be 
plain to everyone. First, as in the IRS case 
where government officials chose to turn 
down or bury requests for nonprofit status 
from conservative entities, while passing 
liberal ones, any individual’s ideological 
disagreement with a government bureau- 
crat could end up leading to one’s inclu- 
sion on “a list.” Two, who gets to decide 
whether someone is too dangerous to buy 
a gun? Apparently, David Nelson, an actor 
who played in The Adventures of Ozzie 
and Harriet, would have lost his right to 
buy a gun under this line of thought, as he 
was stopped at an airport because his name 
was on the no-fly list. Three, the criteria 
for being placed on the list are already so 
loose that anyone could end up on it. A 
third government list provides a good ex- 
ample: In 2007, a U.S. Department of the 
Inspector General follow-up audit of an 
audit done in 2005 showed that there were 
more than 700,000 names on the U.S. gov- 
ernment’s Terrorist Watch List and that 
the list grew by about 20,000 names per 
month. Four, government lists are riddled 
with inaccuracies: The Inspector General 
audit of 2007 showed that, despite the 
government being warned two years ear- 
lier, it “found that 38 percent of the rec- 
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ords ... tested continued to contain errors 
or inconsistencies that were not identified 
through the [Terrorist Screening Center’s] 
quality assurance efforts.” 

Moreover, the vox.com article entitled 
“Turning the no-fly list into the no-gun 
list, explained” reported: “The federal 
government says that ‘Ninety-nine per- 
cent of individuals who apply for redress’ 
—i.e., who formally ask the government 
why they were blocked from traveling 
and if that can be fixed — ‘are not on the 
terrorist watchlist, but are misidentified 
as people who are.’” Even the late Sena- 
tor Edward Kennedy was stopped from 
boarding a plane, apparently because his 
name was very similar to another person 
whose name was on the list. 

Just because a person is a “suspect” 
does not mean that person is guilty of 
anything. Depriving a person of a con- 
stitutionally protected right, such as pur- 
chasing a firearm, cannot happen legally 
under the Constitution, unless a person 
has actually been charged with a specific 
crime, and convicted. If the freedom to fly 
and the fundamental right of self-defense, 
protected by the Second Amendment, can 
be denied without due process, then what 
other fundamental rights protected in the 
Bill of Rights are also targets for elimina- 
tion? Are free speech and the freedom to 
assemble next on the chopping block? 


Civil Asset Forfeiture 

Many Americans who hear about the dan- 
gers of being detained indefinitely without 
trial might shrug their shoulders; after all, 
they are not terrorists. Why would they 
have to contend with any of this? Many 
undoubtedly react the same way regarding 
the possibility of being placed on the no- 
fly list. Why would such a mistake happen 
to a law-abiding citizen who does not have 
a criminal record? And of course, some 
never fly on commercial airlines; why 
should they have any concern about the 
no-fly list? And many Americans do not 
own a gun, so they wouldn’t necessarily 
be concerned with “no-fly, no-buy.” 

But then there’s civil asset forfeiture 
(CAF), a controversial legal process in 
which law-enforcement officers take as- 
sets from persons suspected of involve- 
ment with crime or illegal activity with- 
out necessarily charging the owners with 
wrongdoing. 
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Legally speaking, with civil asset for- 
feiture, the case is between police and the 
asset itself, sometimes referred to by the 
Latin term in rem, meaning “against the 
property”; the property itself is the de- 
fendant and no criminal charge against 
the owner is needed. This has led to some 
odd-sounding cases, such as The State v. 
$12,000 Cash, or The State v. A 2014 Toy- 
ota Camry, when assets are seized from 
owners without the owners of the prop- 
erty themselves ever being charged at all. 
Contrast this with criminal asset forfei- 
ture, where the accused is afforded all of 
the constitutional and statutory procedural 
safeguards available under criminal law 
and must be found guilty beyond a rea- 
sonable doubt before property is forfeited. 

Once one’s property is seized by po- 
lice, on mere suspicion of illegality, it 
is expensive to get it back, if possible at 
all. Take 61-year-old William Cicco, for 
example. Cicco left his home in Broken 
Arrow, Oklahoma, one evening in March 
2013, carrying a paper bag containing 
$15,555 in cash, money he and his wife 
had been saving. 

According to oklahomawatch.org, 


Cicco said after he left his home 
that evening, he was pulled over by 
a Bixby [near Broken Arrow] police 
officer responding to a radio call 


about a possible intoxicated driver. 
A police report says Cicco’s speech 
was slurred and he appeared to be 
intoxicated. Cicco said he had taken 
his prescribed pain medication before 
leaving the house. 

While preparing to impound the 
car, police found empty bottles for 
two prescription painkillers and a 
partially-filled bottle of non-narcotic 
medicine; all were in Cicco’s name 
and were intended to treat his cancer, 
he and his lawyer said. 

Then they found the bag with cash 
and accused him of being a drug 
dealer. 

“We worked for it, we saved for it. 
That’s where the money came from,” 
said Cicco, adding the cash was part- 
ly to pay for his cancer treatments as 
well as leave for his family. “It was 
our money. The money didn’t come 
from anything else.” 

A drug dog was brought in, and the 
dog “alerted” to the passenger side 
door, the police report says. A second 
drug dog was brought in and alerted 
to the bag of cash. 

Police arrested Cicco for driv- 
ing under the influence of drugs; 
speeding; improper lane use; fail- 
ure to yield to an emergency ve- 
hicle, meaning the police car; and 
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A hurdle too high: When William Cicco was stopped by officers of the Bixby, Oklahoma, police 
department, they decided the bag of cash with him in his car was possibly money derived from 
drug sales and took it. Even though Cicco was innocent of drug dealing, he had to obtain an 

attorney to get his money back. This travesty is one of many examples of the injustice of “civil 


asset forfeiture.” 
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But then there's civil asset forfeiture, a controversial 

legal process in which law-enforcement officers take 
assets from persons suspected of involvement with 
crime or illegal activity without necessarily charging 

the owners with wrongdoing. 


a complaint of possession of drug 
proceeds. A judge set his bond at 
$15,300, including $10,000 for the 
drug-proceeds complaint. 

Cicco hired an attorney to both de- 
fend him on the traffic charges and 
fight the forfeiture. 

“My lawyer told me the DA was 
stonewalling, they didn’t want to 
give me the money back,” Cicco said. 
“T knew I wasn’t going to get it unless 
I went through this long court battle 
... 80 L offered him (the attorney) two 
grand to get it.” 

Cicco was found guilty of the traf- 
fic charges and the DUI. A judge dis- 
missed the drug-proceeds charge. 


Many times, a law-enforcement agency 
does not even file criminal charges, but 
simply takes the cash or other property. 
The harsh reality is that if law enforce- 
ment seizes cash or property, the expense 
of hiring an attorney and fighting to 
get the money back is often simply not 
worth it for the suspect — the amount 
seized is generally less than the expense 
of going to trial. For this reason, many 
poor and working-class Americans find 
themselves victims of CAF with no legal 
recourse. 

Critics of CAF say it offers a perverse 
incentive to police departments: the temp- 
tation for “free money.” If the police see a 
chance to get free dollars, they find “prob- 
able cause” to take it. Plus, if victims do 
end up getting their money back, or at 
least some of it, it’s the taxpayers who end 
up footing the bill, not the police depart- 
ment, since the money has likely already 
been spent. Consider the case of Gerald 
Bryan. As gothamist.com wrote in 2014, 


In the middle of the night in March 
of 2012, NYPD officers burst into 
the Bronx home of Gerald Bryan, 
ransacking his belongings, tearing 


out light fixtures, punching through 
walls, and confiscating $4,800 in cash. 
Bryan, 42, was taken into custody on 
suspected felony drug distribution, as 
the police continued their warrant- 
less search. Over a year later, Bryan’s 
case was dropped. When he went to 
retrieve his $4,800, he was told it was 
too late: the money had been depos- 
ited into the NYPD’s pension fund.... 
“They do this all the time, to so 
many people I know,” Bryan, a bar- 
tender of 21 years, told us.... Before 
the raid, he had planned on using the 
cash to take his girlfriend on a cruise. 
“A lot of people, when they get arrest- 
ed, they know that their money is just 
gone, and they know that the police 
are taking it to enrich themselves.” 


And the money need not go into pension 


funds. Washington Post columnist Radley 
Balko wrote in a January 2015 piece: 
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The money can also go for new 
equipment, parties, and travel ex- 
penses to training seminars. Some 
of those seminars are held in places 
like Las Vegas or Hawaii. And some 
of them are seminars on how to seize 
more goodies under asset forfeiture 
policies, bringing the whole scam 
full circle. In Detroit, the DA’s of- 
fice has been taking the cars of men 
suspected of patronizing prostitutes. 
(The woman in question need not 
be an actual prostitute.) In Fulton 
County, Georgia, forfeiture money 
has gone for steak dinners, lavish 
parties, and a sweet new security 
system for the DA’s private home. 
Other things cops and prosecutors 
have bought with forfeiture funds: 
a tanning bed for the police chief’s 
wife; “The Ponderosa,” a “weekend 
home” for the local sheriff; a Zam- 
boni; gold-plated police whistles; 
and a margarita machine for the 
DA’s office. (To be fair, the office 
did win first place in the county 
fair’s margarita-making contest.) 
My all-time favorite story has to 
be the one about Ron Sutton, the 
30-year Texas prosecutor who spent 
more than $25,000 in forfeiture 
money to take his entire staff, their 
spouses, and a judge on a Hawaiian 
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Fun fund: Private property seized by law enforcement under civil asset forfeiture has even funded 
sending law-enforcement officers to “seminars” in such entertaining places as Las Vegas. 
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Chief thief: Attorney General Jeff Sessions is a fervent advocate of the use of civil asset 
forfeiture, and frequently speaks to law-enforcement conventions, advocating expansion of the 
use of CAF. Sessions dismisses challenges to the use of CAF as simply ways to help drug dealers 


and other criminals. 


vacation. Sutton’s defense: A judge 
signed off on the trip. Yes, it was the 
same judge who went on the same 
trip he’d just approved. 


CAF is so common now that in 2014 fed- 
eral law-enforcement officers actually 
seized more property from citizens than 
did burglars. Abuses by state authorities 
have led many states to rein in the prac- 
tice. Robert Johnson, with the Institute for 
Justice, noted, “Thirteen states now allow 
forfeiture only in cases where there’s been 
criminal conviction.” 

But state laws against CAF are no match 
for enterprising politicians: Enter adop- 
tive forfeiture, or “equitable sharing,” the 
practice by which local law enforcement 
can circumvent state laws against CAF by 
“sharing” part of their seized cash or prop- 
erty with federal authorities. In response to 
state efforts to curtail CAF, Attorney Gen- 
eral Jeff Sessions told the Oklahoma Sher- 
iffs’ Association on October 19, 2017, “In 
July, we reinstituted our equitable shar- 
ing program: so that criminals will not be 
permitted to profit from their crimes. As 
you know well, civil asset forfeiture is a 
key tool that helps law enforcement de- 
fund organized crime, take back ill-gotten 
gains, and prevent new crimes from being 
committed.... Civil asset forfeiture takes 
the material support of the criminals and 
instead makes it the material support of 
law enforcement.” 

Going back to the case of William 
Cicco, Tulsa County Assistant District At- 
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torney James Dunn, who filed the charges 
against Cicco, said the majority of forfei- 
ture cases do not involve innocent people 
having their money taken away. “Do I 
think we had probable cause [with Cicco] 
to do it? Yeah. Are there instances where 
the facts bear out where we can’t make our 
case? Yeah,” Dunn said. “You don’t throw 
the baby out with the bath water. Our sys- 
tem is working,” he continued. 

This is the key argument in favor of CAF, 
that it helps law enforcement, and most of 
the people targeted really are bad people, 
i.e., drug dealers. But if we truly believe in 
the presumption of innocence, then why do 
Sessions and other CAF supporters insist 
on forfeiture without conviction? 

Certainly, many who are involved in 
seizing assets that they believe are used in 
drug dealing or other crimes truly believe 
they are doing right and are perfectly hon- 
est. They see the ravages of drugs on ad- 
dicts, and feel justified in taking whatever 
actions are necessary to combat the prob- 
lem. However, doing wrong to do right is 
still wrong. Even in horrific murder, rape, 
and armed robbery cases, the accused are 
still afforded the due process of law. One 
provision of the English Bill of Rights, 
adopted in the aftermath of the Glorious 
Revolution in England, was crystal clear: 
“Forfeitures before conviction are void.” 

If one concedes that district attorneys’ 
offices, sheriffs’ departments, and police 
departments are underfunded — and in 
some cases, they no doubt are — that does 
not justify taking property from American 
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citizens who have not been convicted of 
any crime. As Senator Daniel Webster said 
in the 19th century, “Good intentions will 
always be pleaded for every assumption 
of power.... The Constitution was made 
to guard the people against the dangers of 
good intentions.” 

Speaking of the Constitution, the 
Fourth Amendment states, “The right of 
the people to be secure in their persons, 
houses, papers, and effects, against unrea- 
sonable searches and seizures, shall not be 
violated, and no Warrants shall issue, but 
upon probable cause, supported by Oath 
or affirmation, and particularly describing 
the place to be searched, and the persons 
or things to be seized.” 

Clearly, CAF is unconstitutional with- 
out a warrant, and is an assault upon the 
very concept of private property and the 
legal position that a person is presumed 
innocent until found guilty beyond a rea- 
sonable doubt. 


Denying Due Process on Campus 

As is the case with terrorism and the 
scourge of drugs, few Americans have 
much sympathy for rapists and others who 
commit sexual assaults. And the presump- 
tion of innocence is more easily cast aside 
for those who stand accused, especially at 
the nation’s colleges and universities. 

College administrators, who ordinarily 
are supposed to be involved with plan- 
ning an academic curriculum and related 
issues, are now heavily involved in sorting 
out whether one of their students is guilty 
of sexual assault — a criminal act. 

How did this come to fall under the 
province of colleges and universities? 

Not surprisingly, the impetus for this 
comes mostly from dictates by the fed- 
eral government. The federal government 
pressures colleges to conduct inquisitions, 
regardless of what local law-enforcement 
authorities have determined. 

Title IX of the Civil Rights Act re- 
quires that colleges receiving any federal 
funds (this includes students at the col- 
leges receiving any financial aid from the 
federal government) must follow certain 
guidelines in the conduct of their “extra- 
curricular” activities — such as sports, 
debate, and the like. In the past few years, 
the Office of Civil Rights of the U.S. De- 
partment of Education has determined 
that this also requires colleges to be pro- 
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Justice for all? Jameis Winston, who won the Heisman Trophy while a quarterback at Florida State 
University, was accused of sexual assault. No criminal charges were ever filed against him, for lack 
of sufficient evidence, and an FSU hearing conducted by a retired Florida Supreme Court justice 
cleared him of violating the student conduct code regarding the assault allegation. The complainant 
then sued FSU for failing to uphold federal Title IX rules, and the university was forced to pay her 
$950,000. One suspects that the next man accused of sexual assault will be expelled. 


active in the fight against sexual assaults 
on the college campus. 

While few would tolerate sexual as- 
sault anywhere in American society, this 
historically was considered a matter for 
local law-enforcement authorities to in- 
vestigate. But now if colleges refuse to 
conduct these types of investigations on 
their own and mete out punishment in the 
form of expulsions and the like, they can 
face revocation of federal aid. 

In April 2011, the Office of Civil Rights 
issued a 19-page “Dear Colleague” letter 
dictating that universities receiving fed- 
eral aid adopt specific procedures in the 
investigation and adjudication of sexual- 
assault accusations. 

The letter’s significance is explained 
in the book The Campus Rape Frenzy: 
The Attack on Due Process at America’s 
Universities, by K.C. Johnson and Stuart 
Taylor, Jr. “No other presidential admin- 
istration had ever asserted the power to 
dictate specific disciplinary procedures to 
universities, under Title IX or any other 
statute. Title [X itself includes nothing that 
even hints at such a power.” 

Johnson and Taylor explain how this 
letter led to the gutting of due process and 
the presumption of innocence in sexual- 
assault accusations in higher education: 
“First, the letter ordered universities to 
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use no higher standard of proof than a bare 
“preponderance of the evidence’ — mean- 
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program, was accused of sexually assault- 
ing a woman, but she later opted not to 
press charges. The local prosecutor in this 
case said there were conflicting stories as 
to what happened, and he saw no reason 
to prosecute. 

But the university did see a reason — 
no doubt fearing a Title IX case. With the 
threat of federal retribution hanging over 
the school if it did nothing, OU conduct- 
ed its own investigation, and suspended 
Shannon for a year. He was never able to 
regain his starting position, and his chance 
of being drafted by the National Football 
League was severely damaged. 

The Campus Rape Frenzy gives details 
of multiple cases of the lives of students 
being ruined by mere accusations. No 
doubt sexual assaults do happen on college 
campuses and off-campus among students, 
and persons guilty of such crimes should 
be punished. But as we give accused mur- 
derers the presumption of innocence in the 
legal system, the same should be afforded 
to a college student. While colleges do not 
have the power to imprison a student they 
find “guilty,” their decisions can ruin a stu- 


ing 50.01 percent — to find students guilty dent’s academic career and reputation, and 


of sexual assault.” 

“Second, the letter strongly discouraged 
— and in effect, at least as implemented by 
nearly all colleges, all but forbade — what 
the Supreme Court has called ‘beyond any 
doubt the greatest legal engine ever invent- 
ed for the discovery of truth’: direct cross- 
examination of accusers.” Other provisions 
ordered colleges to speed up investigations, 
and allow accusers to appeal not-guilty 
findings, “exposing accused students to a 
form of double jeopardy.” 

It is not surprising that colleges err on 
the side of expelling any accused student. 
Otherwise, the Office of Civil Rights 
could arbitrarily decide that the college is 
not following the requirements of Title IX, 
arguing the college should have expelled 
the student. In 2015, 124 colleges were 
under investigation by the Department of 
Education, exam- 
ining whether they 
had properly han- 
dled such cases. 

In 2014, at the 
University of Okla- 
homa, Frank Shan- 
non, a linebacker in 
its storied football 
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may also diminish future job opportunities. 

Of course, there exists no constitutional 
authority for the federal government to do 
what it is doing. Furthermore, it is an effort 
to usurp the general police power, which 
is left to the states as part of the “reserved 
powers” found in the 10th Amendment. 

The common thread in all of these vio- 
lations of due process is the heavy hand 
of the federal government. Without the 
federal government going beyond its enu- 
merated powers (which James Madison 
said are “few and defined”), most of these 
problems would be greatly reduced, or 
even eliminated. 

But if Americans do not defend the 
concept of the presumption of innocence 
and defend due process for all, even in the 
harder cases, the precedent will be set to 
abolish both in all cases. Hi 
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FROM PROZAC TO PARKLAND 
Are Psychiatric Drugs Causing Mass snootings? 


While mass killers generally have guns in their hands, another commonality is that they 
often have psychiatric drugs in their blood. And the drugs can cause “homicidal ideation.’ 
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Psyched out — of sanity? One of six Americans is on psychiatric drugs, which sometimes 
have as a side effect “homicidal ideation.” Perhaps it’s then not surprising that mass shootings 
are more common today — and that a high percentage of mass shooters have used these 


mind-altering substances. 


by Selwyn Duke 


a change in diet, do you look for the 
cause in foods you always ate or the 
new ones you started eating? While the 
answer is obvious, this common sense 
is painfully uncommon when analyzing 
the new phenomenon of continual mass 


I f you develop digestive problems after 
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shootings: Many blame the long-present 
“foods” — guns in this case — and ignore 
the new diet whose embrace coincided 
with the problem. And part of what’s new 
is the widespread use of psychiatric drugs. 

As a case in point, the Parkland, Flor- 
ida, shooter (I won’t use his name and 
help provide the fame he craved), who 
murdered 17 on Valentine’s Day, was on 


medication for emotional issues, his aunt 
related. This is now a familiar story, too. 
As WND.com’s David Kupelian put it, 
the following is par for the course: As in- 
formation about a “perpetrator emerges, a 
relative confides to a newspaper that the 
‘troubled youth’ who committed the mass 
murder was on psychiatric medications 
— you know, those powerful, little under- 
stood, mind-altering drugs with fearsome 
side effects including ‘suicidal ideation’ 
and even ‘homicidal ideation.’” 

Yet, Kupelian laments, the media have 
little appetite for exploring this issue. 
Politicians don’t, either. Unlike guns, 
legal drugs aren’t a provocative issue that 
can be used to scare people and win votes. 
Moreover, as The Guardian reported last 
year, “Pharmaceutical companies spend 
far more than any other industry to influ- 
ence politicians,” having poured “close to 
$2.5bn into lobbying and funding mem- 
bers of Congress over the past decade.” 
This dwarfs the “gun lobby’s” political 
contributions, mind you. 


Correlation and Causation 

But what about pharmaceuticals’ contri- 
butions to mass shootings? Of course, 
correlation doesn’t mean causation, but it 
can provide clues as to where causation 
may lie — and the correlation between 
mass shooters and psychiatric drug use 
certainly exists. 

Consider Newtown, Connecticut, killer 
Adam Lanza (I will provide the names of 
perpetrators of older incidents), who killed 
26 at Sandy Hook Elementary School in 
2013. He also was on medication, accord- 
ing to family friend Louise Tambascio. 
That’s all we heard about it, however; as 
Kupelian points out, there “was little jour- 
nalistic curiosity or follow-up.” 

But there should be. As Kupelian also 
informs, “Fact: A disturbing number of 
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Copycat killings: The massacre at Columbine High School in Littleton, Colorado, which claimed 
13 lives, was committed by two deranged teens, one of whom had used psychotropic medication. 
Since then, sadly, the copycat phenomenon has made attacking schools “a thing to do” among 


some with twisted minds. 


perpetrators of school shootings and simi- 
lar mass murders in our modern era were 
either on — or just recently coming off 
— psychiatric medications.” He then pro- 
vides some examples (all quotations are 
Kupelian’s): 

¢ “Columbine mass-killer Eric Harris 
was taking Luvox — like Prozac, Paxil, 
Zoloft, Effexor and many others, a modern 
and widely prescribed type of antidepres- 
sant drug called selective serotonin reup- 
take inhibitors, or SSRIs.” Along with 
fellow student Dylan Klebold, Harris shot 
13 to death and wounded 24 in a headline- 
grabbing 1999 rampage. “Luvox manu- 
facturer Solvay Pharmaceuticals concedes 
that during short-term controlled clinical 
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trials, 4 percent of children and youth 
taking Luvox — that’s one in 25 — de- 
veloped mania, a dangerous and violence- 
prone mental derangement characterized 
by extreme excitement and delusion.” 

¢ Twenty-five-year-old Patrick Purdy 
murdered five children and wounded 30 in 
a schoolyard shooting rampage in Stock- 
ton, California, in 1989. He’d been taking 
“Amitriptyline, an antidepressant, as well 
as the antipsychotic drug Thorazine.” 

¢ “Kip Kinkel, 15, murdered his parents 
in 1998 and the next day went to his school, 
Thurston High in Springfield, Oregon, and 
opened fire on his classmates, killing two 
and wounding 22 others. He had been pre- 
scribed both Prozac and Ritalin.” 


WND’s Leo Hohmann adds to the pic- 
ture, having reported in 2015 (all quota- 
tions are his): 

¢ “Aaron Ray Ybarra, 26, of Mountlake 
Terrace, Washington, allegedly opened 
fire with a shotgun at Seattle Pacific Uni- 
versity in June 2014, killing one student 
and wounding two others.” Ybarra “said 
he’d been prescribed with Prozac and Ris- 
perdal to help him with his problems.” 

« “Jose Reyes, the Nevada seventh- 
grader who went on a shooting rampage 
at his school in October 2013 was taking 
a prescription antidepressant [Prozac] at 
the time.” 

« “Navy Yard shooter Aaron Alexis 
sprayed bullets at office workers and in 
a cafeteria on Sept. 16, 2013, killing 13 
people including himself. Alexis had been 
prescribed [generic antidepressant] Trazo- 
done by his Veterans Affairs doctor.” 

¢ “In 1988, 31-year-old Laurie Dann 
went on a shooting rampage in a second- 
grade classroom in Winnetka, III., killing 
one child and wounding six. She had been 
taking the antidepressant Anafranil as well 
as Lithium, long used to treat mania.” 

¢ “In Paducah, Kentucky, in late 1997, 
14-year-old Michael Carneal, son of a 
prominent attorney, traveled to Heath 
High School and started shooting stu- 
dents in a prayer meeting taking place in 
the school’s lobby, killing three and leav- 
ing another paralyzed. Carneal reportedly 
was on Ritalin.” 

¢ “In 2005, 16-year-old Jeff Weise, liv- 
ing on Minnesota’s Red Lake Indian Res- 
ervation, shot and killed nine people and 
wounded five others before killing him- 
self. Weise had been taking Prozac.” 

« “47-year-old Joseph T. Wesbecker, 
just a month after he began taking Prozac 
in 1989, shot 20 workers at Standard Gra- 
vure Corp. in Louisville, Kentucky, killing 
nine. Prozac-maker Eli Lilly later settled a 
lawsuit brought by survivors.” 

And there are many, many more 
examples. 

Of course, also relating to correlation, 
there’s a chicken-or-egg question here: Is 
it that taking psychiatric drugs makes a 
person more likely to go crazy and com- 
mit murderous rampages, or is it that crazy 
people who are candidates for committing 
murderous rampages are more likely to be 
prescribed psychiatric drugs? In reality, 
it’s most likely both. 
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The truth is that because the human 
mind is complex and not wholly under- 
stood, taking mind-altering drugs is a risky 
proposition. Drug companies acknowl- 
edge this, too, mind you — just not very 
publicly. As Kupelian writes after relating 
the case of Andrea Yates, who drowned 
her five children in 2001 while on the an- 
tidepressant Effexor: 


In November 2005, more than four 
years after Yates drowned her chil- 
dren, Effexor manufacturer Wyeth 
Pharmaceuticals quietly added 
“homicidal ideation” to the drug’s 
list of “rare adverse events.” The 
Medical Accountability Network, a 
private nonprofit focused on medi- 
cal ethics issues, publicly criticized 
Wyeth, saying Effexor’s “homicidal 
ideation” risk wasn’t well publi- 
cized and that Wyeth failed to send 
letters to doctors or issue warning 
labels announcing the change. And 
what exactly does “rare” mean in the 
phrase “rare adverse events”? The 
FDA defines it as occurring in less 
than one in 1,000 people. But since 
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that same year 19.2 million prescrip- 
tions for Effexor were filled in the 
USS., statistically that means thou- 
sands of Americans might experience 
“homicidal ideation” — murderous 
thoughts — as a result of taking just 
this one brand of antidepressant drug. 
Effexor is Wyeth’s best-selling drug, 
by the way, which in one recent year 
brought in over $3 billion in sales, 
accounting for almost a fifth of the 
company’s annual revenues. 


Then, after mentioning the case of 
12-year-old Paxil user Christopher Pitt- 
man’s murder of his grandparents, Kupe- 
lian informs that “Paxil’s known ‘adverse 
drug reactions’ — according to the drug’s 
FDA-approved label — include ‘mania,’ 
‘insomnia,’ ‘anxiety,’ ‘agitation,’ ‘confu- 
sion,’ ‘amnesia,’ ‘depression,’ ‘paranoid 
reaction,’ ‘psychosis,’ ‘hostility,’ ‘deliri- 
um,’ ‘hallucinations,’ ‘abnormal thinking,’ 
“depersonalization’ and ‘lack of emotion,’ 
among others.” 

In fact, as an NBC News affiliate out 
of Florida reported in 2009, “One study 
shows a quarter of all children on drugs 


When late is the same as never: Four years after Effexor user Andrea Yates (above) drowned her 
five children, the drug’s manufacturer, Wyeth Pharmaceuticals, quietly added “homicidal ideation” 


to the antidepressant’s list of possible side effects. 
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such as Paxil and Zoloft become danger- 
ously violent and/or suicidal.” 

Of course, if these drugs pose such a 
threat, there should be a stream of high- 
profile lawsuits, right? Wrong. To avoid 
the bad exposure this would bring, drug 
companies spend hundreds of millions 
of dollars settling claims out of court 
and often cloak them with confidentiality 
agreements. 


Spreading the Blame Around 

Having said this, it’s unlikely that psychi- 
atric drugs are entirely to blame for mass 
shootings, for much has changed during 
the last many decades. We’ve seen a de- 
cline in faith and rise in moral relativism/ 
nihilism, which relates the notion that 
right and wrong are mere “perspective”; 
entertainment has become increasingly 
decadent and mindlessly violent (note that 
the Internet’s rise fairly closely coincided 
with the start of continual mass shoot- 
ings); the family has continued to break 
down, and Americans today, immersed 
in electronics, are often more connected 
to things than people; and the fame com- 
mitting a massacre brings can be alluring 
to lonely, disturbed people, thus breeding 
copycat crimes, to name just a few factors. 
It’s a systemic problem. 

Nonetheless, adding mind-altering drugs 
to this equation adds up to nothing good, 
and this brings me to my story. I knew a 
good-natured man who was the epitome of 
even-temperedness, who had some prob- 
lems and was prescribed an antidepressant 
by a psychiatrist (who'd never treated him 
before). Well, he swallowed one pill — and 
only one, ever. In his case, that was all it 
took. Fifteen minutes later, he flew into a 
rage and was never the same again. Mental 
instability, irrationality, and some violent 
episodes — in a word, insanity — would 
define the rest of his life. 

Famed psychiatrist Sigmund Freud 
once believed that cocaine, legal dur- 
ing his younger days, was the best cure 
for depression there’d ever been. “Bayer 
Heroin” was once advertised as a rem- 
edy for all sorts of ailments. Today, with 
one out of six Americans on some psy- 
chiatric medication, we ought to perhaps 
bear in mind that just because a drug is 
on the right side of the law doesn’t mean 
it won’t bring you to the wrong side of 
sanity’s line. 
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UNMAKING . 


Mass shooting incidents in America usually have a common theme: They happen where 
law-abiding citizens are disarmed. People are beginning to see the connection. 
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So how will this sign stop a shooting? “Gun-free zones” around schools make students and 
staff easy targets for individuals bent on violence and murder. 


by Dave Bohon 


s emotionally charged calls con- 
A tinue for stricter gun control in the 

aftermath of the school shooting in 
Parkland, Florida, one common-sense alter- 
native is turning into a clear and resonant 
call across the nation: Do away with the ill- 
advised “gun-free zones” around schools 
that have made them appealing targets for 
unhinged individuals, and instead train and 
arm teachers, staff, and other responsible 
adults for such contingencies. 

While gun-control proponents argue 
that such a duty should be left to the po- 
lice, the truth is that in any active-shooter 
situation, law-enforcement personnel al- 
most always arrive on the scene after the 
attack is over. And where law-enforcement 
personnel are on the premises, they typi- 
cally are not in the immediate vicinity of 
where the shooting occurs — an important 
consideration when seconds count. 
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Such was the case February 14 at 
Parkland’s Marjory Stoneman Douglas 
High School. As 19-year-old Nikolas 
Cruz gunned down 17 students and staff, 
and wounded 15 more, Broward County 
Sheriff’s Deputy Scot Peterson, who was 
assigned to the school, was outside the 
building when the bullets started flying. 
And instead of rushing into the building, 
he sought “cover behind a concrete col- 
umn,” said another officer who arrived on 
the scene. 

“He never went in,” Broward County 
Sheriff Scott Israel acknowledged in a 
news conference, adding that surveil- 
lance video showed the armed-and-ready 
Peterson doing nothing as defenseless 
individuals inside the school were being 
killed by Cruz. “There are no words,” said 
Israel, who said that he was “devastated, 
sick to my stomach.” Sheriff Israel’s com- 
ments may have been a sincere reflection 
of his disappointment in the inaction of 


one of his employees, an employee who 
claimed he thought the shooting was com- 
ing from outside the building, or they may 
have been an effort at PR spin. After all, 
we subsequently learned that Peterson 
was just one of four sheriff’s deputies 
who waited outside the school during the 
shooting. The reality is that as a profes- 
sional, the sheriff was certainly aware that 
law-enforcement officers are not required 
to put themselves in harm’s way in the line 
of duty. As explained by Steve Papenfuhs, 
a law-enforcement consultant who spent 
nearly 30 years as an officer with the San 
Jose, California, police department, police 
officers “have no obligation to protect any 
one individual unless a ‘special relation- 
ship’ exists” with an individual in danger. 
“Rather, an officer’s sworn duty is to the 
general public.” 

By the time police from nearby Coral 
Springs arrived on the scene and entered 
the building, Cruz had slipped out with 
fleeing students. Instead of stopping 
Cruz in the midst of his killing spree, 
officials were faced with a mass-murder 
investigation. 

With all of this in mind, it is apparent 
that school districts (and other public in- 
stitutions) must make their own arrange- 
ments to help ensure that their commu- 
nities’ children, as well as the staff who 
serve them, are safe from the types of 
deadly assaults that occurred in Parkland, 
Florida; Columbine, Colorado; Newtown, 
Connecticut; and elsewhere. But in order 
to do so, states and municipalities must do 
away with the ill-advised “gun-free zones” 
that have made schools such tempting tar- 
gets to angry and armed criminals, who 
will always find a way to arm themselves 
for their deeds. 

In the aftermath of the Parkland shoot- 
ing, one of the first to publicly call for 
an end to gun-free zones around schools 
and for the training and arming of school 
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staff was President Trump. In a listening 
session with state and local officials, the 
president said that teachers who felt com- 
fortable with doing so should be trained 
and armed to protect their schools. “We 
have to harden our schools, not soften 
them up,” Trump declared, adding that he 
would support concealed-carry permits 
for teachers and “letting people know 
that there are people in the building with 
a gun.” 

Speaking February 23 at the annual 
Conservative Political Action Confer- 
ence, Trump reiterated his call for arm- 
ing teachers and staff, saying that “when 
we declare our schools to be gun-free 
zones, it just puts our students in far 
more danger.... Well-trained gun-adept 
teachers and coaches, and people that 
work in those buildings” should be able 
to carry concealed firearms. “It’s time to 
make our schools a much harder target 
for attackers.” 

Writing in the February 5 edition of 
USA Today, Erich Pratt, executive direc- 
tor of Gun Owners of America, agreed, 
noting that nearly every mass shooting in 
recent history in America has taken place 
in a so-called gun-free zone. “Killers 
continue targeting locations where guns 
are not allowed,” he said, adding that 
“repealing gun-free zones and lifting the 
restrictions that keep good people from 
carrying guns for self-defense — that will 
make a huge difference.” 

Similarly, in a February 20 press re- 


ATTENTION: 


PLEASE BE AWARE THAT THE STAFF AT 
CLAUDE ISD IS ARMED AND MAY USE 
WHATEVER FORCE NECESSARY TO 
PROTECT OUR STUDENTS. 


lease, the Constitutional Sheriffs and 
Peace Officers Association (CSPOA) en- 
dorsed the repeal of gun-free zones and 
the arming of school staff. “We support 
the training and arming of volunteer fac- 
ulty at schools to carry concealed weap- 
ons,” the group said. “Once trained, these 
Americans, who have a vested interest in 
protecting schools and school children, 
can bring an end to a shooting spree with 
planned concerted action.” 

“We support the county sheriffs using 
their authority in training and deputiz- 
ing faculty so they will be considered 
law enforcement and thus be qualified 
to carry concealed at the school,” the 
association said regarding areas where 
lawmakers fail to pass legislation repeal- 
ing gun-free zones. “Citizens, especially 
parents, should demand their children be 
protected at school.” 

Rick Dalton, the CSPOA’s legislative 
liaison, said that “as a retired police offi- 
cer, firearms instructor, and retired school 
teacher, I know that more anti-gun legisla- 
tion will not get the good guys with guns 
to the scene any faster. Our proposals will 
ensure that good guys with guns will al- 
ready be on the scene and ready to stop 
intruders.” 

One Florida law-enforcement official 
has already established a program to arm 
and train teachers and staff to defend their 
schools against attack. Polk County Sher- 
iff Grady Judd launched the Sentinel pro- 
gram, through which teachers and staff 
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Armed and ready: A sign outside a Claude, Texas, school warns that staff are prepared to deal 
with would-be attackers. Many more schools are looking to follow suit. 
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volunteer for training that is more strin- 
gent than most police officers go through, 
and then are armed to protect their schools 
or college campuses. “When a crazed gun- 
man arrives on campus with murder in his 
eyes, the deed is done within two to five 
minutes,” Judd said. However, he added, if 
adults already on the scene were prepared 
to resist such an attack, the results would 
likely be different than what happened in 
Parkland and elsewhere. “We had coaches 
that ran to stand in front of their students 
with no gun,” said Judd, recounting the he- 
roics of Aaron Feis, a football coach and 
(unarmed) security guard at the Parkland 
high school, who died shielding students 
from Cruz’s attack. “Why not give them a 
fighting chance?” 

In reality, there are other schools where 
such programs are already in place. In 
Texas, school districts in the communi- 
ties of Harrold and Holliday “have been 
allowing members of their staffs to con- 
ceal carry handguns for years,” reported 
KFDX television news in Wichita Falls. 
In fact, the tiny community of Harrold was 
the first in the nation to arm its teachers, 
voting to do so in August 2008. 

Faculty members are selected by the 
school board to be trained to carry a con- 
cealed firearm on school grounds, and 
only the superintendent and a few others 
know who those teachers are. 

“They keep it on them at all times,” said 
Harrold Superintendent David Thweatt of 
the armed-and-ready faculty. “Folks who 
come in, if they are coming in to do some- 
thing like just happened, then they don’t 
know where they are going to meet resis- 
tance and that is very critical to our plan.” 
He added that the strategy is “very simple: 
train the individuals and keep them here. 
Make sure people know that is exactly 
what we will do to answer an intruder.” 

Thweatt recalled that when the plan 
was first implemented, some community 
members were not convinced that the 
strategy was right. “It was iffy as it was 
for the first several years,” he said. How- 
ever, “that all changed in December 2012 
after Sandy Hook. Suddenly it took on a 
whole new meaning.” 

In nearby Holliday, Texas, superin- 
tendent Kevin Dyes said the response by 
parents to armed faculty in his commu- 
nity’s schools has been positive. “They 
have expressed that they feel better,” he 
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said, knowing their children are safe from 
armed intruders. “If there has been any re- 
sponse to my knowledge the vast majority 
has been positive.” 

The sentiments are similar in Claude, 
Texas, where a number of unidentified staff 
members carry concealed firearms. In fact, 
signs at the entrances of Claude schools 
warn potential intruders: “ATTENTION: 
Please be aware that the staff at Claude 
ISD is armed and may use whatever force 
necessary to protect our students.” 

Parents with children who attend school 
in Claude say they feel good knowing that 
there are responsible teachers and staff 
who are armed and able to protect their 
students. “It makes me feel really, really 
safe that we have staff on hand if anything 
happened,” said one parent. “It brings me 
peace of mind.” 

Claude ISD staffers who carry con- 
cealed on school grounds are required to 
practice shooting every month and train 
with local law enforcement. 

“TI don’t know who carries” said one 
Claude parent, “but I do know that if 
they’ ve taken that dedication, they’re going 
to do everything in their power to keep our 
kids safe, even if they’re in harm’s way.” 

In 2016, Colorado’s Hanover School 


District voted to allow teachers and staff to 
be armed on school grounds. The district, 
30 miles southeast of Colorado Springs, 
has two schools and nearly 300 students 
and available law-enforcement officers 
must drive at least 20 minutes to answer 
a call in the district. 

Also since 2016, Texas state law has al- 
lowed citizens with concealed-carry per- 
mits to be armed on the state’s college and 
university campuses. 

Since the February 12 Parkland, Flor- 
ida, shooting, a number of lawmakers 
have stepped forward to push turning 
gun-free school zones into areas pro- 
tected by armed teachers and staff. On 
February 20, Florida’s Senate Judiciary 
Committee took up a bill that would 
allow for arming teachers in school dis- 
tricts throughout the state. The bill had 
actually been proposed by Republican 
State Senator Dennis Baxley before the 
February 14 attack, and following the at- 
tack it was taken up by fellow Republican 
Senator Greg Steube. “I don’t feel gun- 
free zones protect anyone but criminals,” 
said Steube, “and there is no evidence 
that says otherwise.” The bill would give 
principals and superintendents through- 
out the state the authority to designate 


Uncommon sense: Kentucky Congressman Thomas Massie has introduced common-sense 
legislation that would repeal the federal Gun-Free School Zones Act of 1990. 
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teachers and staff to carry firearms on 
school grounds. 

In Colorado, the state legislature’s Re- 
publican House Minority Leader Patrick 
Neville, who was a student at Columbine 
High School in 1999 when 12 students 
were killed in a shooting rampage by 
two senior students, introduced legisla- 
tion that would allow teachers, staff, and 
other adults in the state’s K-12 schools to 
be armed. Neville, who has introduced the 
bill each year since he was elected in 2014, 
said the measure “would allow every law- 
abiding citizen who holds a concealed 
carry permit, issued from their chief law- 
enforcement officer, the right to carry con- 
cealed in order to defend themselves, and 
most importantly our children, from the 
worst-case scenarios.” 

In January 2017, U.S. Representative 
Thomas Massie (R-Ky.) introduced the 
Safe Students Act (H.R. 34), which would 
repeal the Gun-Free School Zones Act of 
1990, a federal statute that makes it “un- 
lawful for any individual knowingly to 
possess a firearm at a place that the in- 
dividual knows, or has reasonable cause 
to believe, is a school zone.” In 1995, the 
Supreme Court ruled the Gun-Free School 
Zones Act unconstitutional, prompting 
Congress to amend the bill in 1996. 

“Gun-free school zones are ineffective,” 
Massie said at the time he introduced the 
legislation. “They make people less safe 
by inviting criminals into target-rich, no- 
risk environments. Gun-free zones pre- 
vent law-abiding citizens from protecting 
themselves, and create vulnerable popula- 
tions that are targeted by criminals.” 

As of February 19, Massie’s bill, 
which has less than a half-dozen cospon- 
sors (all Republican), was awaiting a 
hearing by the House Judiciary Commit- 
tee’s Subcommittee on Crime, Terrorism, 
Homeland Security, and Investigations, 
chaired by Representative Jim Sensen- 
brenner (R-Wis.). 

In the wake of the latest mass school 
shooting, Massie reiterated the need to 
overturn the Gun-Free School Zones Act 
quickly. “Gun-free zones are invitations 
to deranged criminals,” he said. “Why on 
earth would we have a federal law to ad- 
vertise our schools as such? The 1990 law 
has done absolutely nothing to improve 
school safety, and should be repealed be- 
cause it makes schools less safe.” Mi 
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TRUMP'’S 
TOWERING SPENDING 
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OP ow 


Though President Donald Trump was elected to rein in 


government spending and taxing, his budget proposal 
would boost spending above Obamacera levels, increasing 


the deficit. 


by Charles Scaliger 


o the usual media-modulated 

scorn, the Trump administration 
released its annual budget on Feb- 

tuary 12. It’s not really a budget, of course 
— merely a budget proposal, most of the 
provisions of which will be set aside by 
Congress as it decides how to continue to 
rack up federal IOUs. The Constitution 
does not give the president a scintilla of 
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authority over public funds, except insofar 
as he can choose to veto any bill passed by 
Congress, including appropriations bills. 
Thus the Trump “budget” ranks some- 
where between a suggestion and a flight 
of fancy, in terms of the likelihood of any 
of it ever seeing the light of legislative 
day. But to the extent that it indicates the 
priorities of the Trump administration and 
may inform the budgetary priorities of the 
majority GOP, it is useful to consider. 


POLITICS 


A new beginning: The Trump budget proposal 
may or may not get any traction with Congress, 
but in many respects, it does embody a different 
vision of the federal government than the 
budgets of the Obama era. 


President Trump rode to office on a 
wave of discontent with burgeoning pub- 
lic debt and out-of-control taxation, bor- 
rowing, and spending. Trump the busi- 
nessman promised massive cutbacks to 
useless and inefficient government pro- 
grams. But his budget proposal is some- 
thing of a mixed bag in this regard, prof- 
fering deep cuts and outright cancellations 
of costly programs long abhorred by the 
Right, while inexplicably offering others 
continued sustenance. 


Budget Priorities 

To no one’s surprise, the Trump budget 
proposal makes massive priorities out of 
defense and border security. Hundreds of 
millions more are to be spent on missile 
defense, with 20 new missile intercep- 
tors to be deployed in Alaska, presum- 
ably to defend against the growing threat 
of North Korean ICBMs. In addition, the 
ship-based Aegis missile defense system 
and the vaunted Patriot anti-missile mis- 
siles would be beefed up. On the conten- 
tious border-wall proposal, the Trump 
budget contemplates spending $18 billion 
to construct the next segment of the bor- 
der wall, mostly in the heavily trafficked 
lower Rio Grande Valley, extending the 
Mexico-U.S. border wall from its cur- 
rent level of about one-third of the entire 
border to roughly one-half. Additionally, 
the Trump budget proposes setting aside 
$782 million to hire 2,000 more U.S. 
Immigration and Customs Enforcement 
officers, as well as 750 additional Bor- 
der Patrol agents. Americans justifiably 
concerned with border security and with 
the readiness of our military to confront 
any threat to our homeland will surely be 
cheered by these proposals. 
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POLITICS 


The Trump budget also envi- 
sions ending government fund- 
ing for the massively expensive 
International Space Station by 
2025, much to the chagrin of 
NASA and space buffs every- 
where. However, Trump wants to 
set aside $150 million to encour- 
age commercial development 
of the space station, suggesting 
that the Trump administration is 
less interested in terminating the 
costly, decades-old project than 
allowing it to be transformed 
into a private venture — perhaps 
a space hotel for long-antici- 
pated space tourists. There will 
likely be no shortage of private 
concerns interested in taking 
over the orbital facility — or at 
least, the U.S.-owned modules 
thereof. After all, private firms 
such as SpaceX, with its increas- 
ingly sophisticated, partially 
reusable rockets, and Bigelow 
Aerospace, with its expandable 
orbital modules, one of which is 
now attached to the International 
Space Station, are demonstrating 
remarkable creativity in devel- 
oping new technology to reach 
and colonize space, at a fraction 
of the cost that government has 
ever been able to deliver such 
services. We suppose that a pri- 
vately owned and run International Space 
Station and other private space stations 
would operate far less expensively and 
would soon be accessible to more than a 
handful of elite, government-trained as- 
tronauts and cosmonauts. Privatization, 
as the Elon Musks are now showing the 
world, may yet democratize access to the 
final frontier. 

In an entirely different budgetary 
realm, Trump’s budget contemplates 
eliminating — to the delight of conser- 
vatives — the odious National Endow- 
ment for the Arts (NEA) and the National 
Endowment for the Humanities (NEH). 
The NEA in particular is a longtime bug- 
bear of the Right for its support of cul- 
turally and morally subversive art and 
research. Those with long memories will 
recall the ’80s-era controversy over the 
homoerotic photography of Robert Map- 
plethorpe and the blasphemous so-called 
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Borderline security: Trump’s budget, as expected, allocates large 
amounts of money to the construction of additional portions of the 
border wall, in addition to providing for the training and hiring of 
many more Border Patrol and INS officials. 


art of Andres Serrano (whose most cele- 
brated work depicted a crucifix immersed 
in the artist’s own urine); both of these 
artists were subsidized by the American 
taxpayer, courtesy of the NEA. That the 
Trump administration would propose to 
eliminate completely this odious enemy 
of decency is a long-overdue step in the 
right direction. 

Another welcome target of the Trump 
budget proposal is climate-change re- 
search, a vehicle for radical leftist lever- 
age over public policy for nearly three 
decades. Lavish public spending on re- 
search into the “settled science” of an- 
thropogenic climate change has led to a 
welter of anti-free market policies across 
the Western world, and has become the 
entering wedge for the radical envi- 
ronmentalist political agenda. Now the 
Trump budget proposes to cut spending 
for the Environmental Protection Agency 


(EPA) by one-third, a figure that 

would include the elimination of 

EPA-sponsored climate-change 

research. Moreover, the Trump 
_, budget would cut EPA staffing 
by 20 percent — this, on top of 
the large numbers of EPA staff- 
ers who quit the agency when 
Trump was elected, and have 
not been replaced. 

The Trump budget pro- 
posal requests massive cuts 
in federal housing and rental 
subsidies — an area in which 
Trump the developer probably 
has particular expertise. Trump 
wants to reduce the budget for 
rental assistance programs by 
11 percent, and to eliminate 
altogether Community Devel- 
opment Block Grants, as well 
as the Public Housing Capital 
Fund, which is used to fund 
public housing projects nation- 
wide. And the proposal even 
requests legislation that would 
require able-bodied recipients 
of housing assistance to work. 
All of this, of course, is anath- 
ema to those who want as many 
Americans as possible to be 
dependent on government. The 
National Low Income Hous- 
ing Coalition’s Diane Yentel, 
in calling on Congress to re- 
ject Trump’s budget, called the propos- 
als “cruel and unconscionable,” with 
dire consequences for seniors and those 
with disabilities, who could find them- 
selves summarily evicted. Overlooked 
in the hyperbolic rhetoric of the Left is 
the inconvenient truth that, in the recent 
two-year spending agreement passed by 
Congress and signed into law by Presi- 
dent Trump, $2 billion were specifically 
earmarked for HUD, with $1 billion of 
that amount to “avoid rent increases on 
elderly and disabled families receiving 
rental increases.” 

In a similar vein, the Trump budget 
proposal would cut the “food stamp” 
program (officially, the Supplemental 
Nutrition Assistance Program, or SNAP) 
by $213 billion, or almost 30 percent, 
over the next 10 years. As with hous- 
ing assistance, the Trump proposal also 
wants legislation requiring able-bodied 
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food stamp recipients to work. And as 
with housing assistance, the proposed 
cuts in the food stamp program are being 
met with howls of outrage from the Left. 
Stacy Dean of the Center on Budget 
and Policy Priorities said that Trump’s 
proposal “would be devastating for the 
one-in-eight Americans who use SNAP 
to put food on the table every day.” The 
fact that one in eight Americans is now 
dependent on the federal government for 
food is an outrage that apparently does 
not faze the Left at all. 


Major Letdowns 

For Trump boosters expecting a wind- 
down of unconstitutional involvement 
in public education, don’t hold your 
breath. Republicans for decades have 
been breaking promises to end the De- 
partment of Education, and the Trump 
administration does not look to change 
this trend. Instead of defunding the de- 
partment, the Trump budget plan merely 
looks to reorder its priorities. A proposed 
new Opportunity Grants program would 
offer funding for low-income students to 
attend private schools, and would sig- 
nificantly expand charter-school fund- 
ing. Additional large sums are targeted 


Work for benefits: The Trump budget does not wind down government welfare programs, such 


at STEM education and opioid abuse 
prevention programs. Overall, the educa- 
tion budget would decrease by more than 
10 percent from last year, but the federal 
government’s involvement with educa- 
tion would continue unabated. Indeed, 
it could be argued that, with new fund- 
ing targeting private schools, the scope 
of government involvement will be ex- 
panded, even as overall costs go down. 

An even bigger disappointment is 
healthcare. Whereas Candidate Trump 
promised to repeal ObamaCare (and also, 
unfortunately, to replace it with another 
unspecified federal healthcare program), 
the latest Trump budget proposal is long 
on vague expectations but short on spe- 
cifics. According to the relevant docu- 
ments, repeal of the grotesquely mis- 
named Affordable Care Act should take 
place “as soon as possible,” and block 
grants should be given to the states to 
enable them to set up programs for the 
uninsured. 

But oddly, the budget proposal also 
calls for $11.5 billion in bailouts for in- 
surance companies participating in the 
Affordable Care Act’s disastrous health- 
care exchanges. Those exchanges have 
— as predicted by ObamaCare’s oppo- 


as housing assistance and food stamps — but does stipulate that legislation should require able- 
bodied recipients of such public assistance to work. 
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nents — been losing gargantuan sums 
of money, prompting insurers either to 
withdraw from the exchanges or to mas- 
sively hike rates year after year. The con- 
templated bailouts will add another layer 
of dependency on taxpayer funds, even as 
they prolong this disastrous program and 
give its supporters a new lease on life. 
These bailouts are passing strange for 
an administration avowedly determined 
to rid America of ObamaCare root and 
branch, if not via congressional repeal, 
then by fiscal starvation. 

Overall, the $4.4 trillion budget pro- 
posal, including $1.5 trillion in infrastruc- 
ture spending, does eliminate or severely 
cut back a number of federal programs of 
dubious constitutionality that have long 
outlasted their shelf life. But it also rep- 
resents, in many respects, a continuation 
of the fiscal status quo of massive deficit 
spending that has nearly driven the federal 
government into receivership. 

Additionally, there is the matter of 
constitutionality, a mere bagatelle from 
the point of view of Washington insiders, 
but the real crux of the crisis of legiti- 
macy that has engulfed our government. 
Nearly all federal government programs 
— certainly including all federal involve- 
ment in healthcare, education, and hous- 
ing — are blatantly unconstitutional and 
need to be eliminated. While we recog- 
nize the political and humanitarian reali- 
ties of needing to wind down rather than 
abruptly terminate government welfare 
and subsidies that millions of Americans 
have grown to depend on, it is also the 
case that, if such programs are not ended 
eventually, sooner or later they will be 
terminated brutally and abruptly by the 
pitiless laws of economics. And that is 
not a scenario that any of us wishes to 
experience — as any German who lived 
through the 1920s, or any modern-day 
Argentine, Zimbabwean, Greek, or Ven- 
ezuelan, could readily attest. 

In sum, President Trump appears to be 
taking the fiscal and constitutional crisis 
more seriously than any other president in 
modern times, but it is still a far cry from 
what will be needed for America to truly 
reverse course. In a day when principled 
constitutionalist leadership is needed in 
Washington as never before, we are still 
waiting for the president and Congress to 
do the right thing. 
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BOOK REVIEW 


A DEMOCRAT 
DEFENDING TRUMP 


Alan Dershowitz is a well-known Democrat liberal and legal scholar, but he is aghast at the 
political Russiagate witch hunt of Trump that is masquerading as justice. 


ALAN 


TRUMPED 
UP 


DERSHOWITZ 


by Steve Byas 


Trumped Up: How Criminalization of 
Political Differences Endangers Democ- 
racy, by Alan Dershowitz, New York: Post 
Hill Press, 2017, 193 pages, paperback. 


lan Dershowitz, professor of law 
A emeritus at Harvard Law School, 
is a well-known Democrat liber- 
al. But he is also a fierce advocate of civil 
liberties — including the civil liberties of 
those with whom he disagrees. In fact, he 
dedicates Trumped Up to “the shrinking 
number of true civil libertarians who place 
more importance on the rights and liber- 
ties of all Americans than on the partisan 
benefits of distorting the law to target po- 
litical enemies.” 
And right now, this makes Dershowitz 
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a frequent defender of President Donald 
Trump — in spite of his disagreement 
with Trump on many issues. For Dershow- 
itz, this means that we should “substitute 
rational discussion for polemical demands 
for criminalization of political differences.” 
It is clear that Dershowitz is deeply dis- 
appointed by many of his fellow Demo- 
crats, who have decided that it is more 
important to “get Trump” than to uphold 
civil liberties. He writes with disgust that 
former FBI Director James Comey “leaked 
the contents” of his communications with 
Trump “in a calculated, and successful ef- 
fort to have a special counsel appointed.” 
Then, to compound the violation of fair- 
ness, Deputy Attorney General Rod Rosen- 
stein “selected a close friend and longtime 
professional colleague of Comey [Robert 
Mueller] to be the special counsel.” 
Dershowitz has made it quite clear that 
he is less than enthusiastic about the of- 
fice of special counsel, at least the way it 
has operated in practice. “The role of the 
special counsel should be limited to inves- 
tigating and prosecuting violations of fed- 
eral criminal statutes. The special counsel 
is not an ombudsman; he is not a private 
investigator.” What he should be “is simply 
another prosecutor who, under our rule of 
law, should have a narrow jurisdiction.” 
Yet, that is clearly not the case, not only 
with Mueller. Special counsels’ investiga- 
tions seem to never end, and they usually 
branch out far beyond their original mis- 
sion. In Trump’s case, of course, the nam- 
ing of the special counsel was to investigate 
if any laws were broken by anyone in the 
Trump administration or his campaign in- 
volving the Russian government. “At the 
time of this writing,” Dershowitz wrote, “I 
have seen no evidence of any violation of 
federal criminal statutes by Trump or by any 
current members of his administration.” 


The Firing of James Comey 

In the course of his book, Dershowitz 
tends to ramble from topic to topic, while 
generally holding to his theme that civil 
liberties should be respected, regardless 
of a person’s political views. In discuss- 
ing the firing of James Comey, it is clear 
that Dershowitz has a rather low opinion 
of Comey. “FBI Director James Comey’s 
statement recommending against pros- 
ecuting Hillary Clinton was unusual in 
several respects. First, it is not generally 
regarded as the job of the FBI to make 
judgment calls about whether or not to 
prosecute.” Rather, it is the job of pros- 
ecutors. Dershowitz argues that the role of 
the FBI is to “investigate the facts and lay 
them out as objectively and completely as 
possible so that prosecutors can exercise 
their discretion and judgment.” 

Of course, Comey did not simply report 
his findings to Attorney General Loretta 
Lynch, who met with former President 
Bill Clinton clandestinely on the tarmac 
of an airport in Arizona only a few days 
before it was announced that no charges 
would be brought against his wife, presi- 
dential candidate Hillary Clinton. Instead, 
Comey announced in a press conference 
why no charges would be brought against 
Clinton. This would be much like a police 
chief, instead of turning over the results 
of a criminal investigation to the district 
attorney, calling a press conference and 
announcing no charges would be brought. 

At the time of Comey’s intrusion into 
the 2016 presidential campaign, Dersho- 
witz called on Comey to resign. “There is 
widespread consensus among both Demo- 
crats and Republicans that Comey discred- 
ited the office.” 

Although the firing of Comey led to the 
appointment of a special counsel, Dersho- 
witz argues in his book that what Trump did 
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was perfectly legal, and that criminal law 
should be the last resort, “not the opening 
salvo in a political knife-fight.” 

Besides that, the appointment of a spe- 
cial counsel is the wrong way to go about 
uncovering the truth of a matter, such as 
whether the Russians interfered in some 
way with the 2016 presidential election. 
“The accusations directed at the Trump 
campaign and administration are not pri- 
marily criminal. Accordingly, they fall 
outside the jurisdiction of the special 
counsel.” Even if Trump did work closely 
with the Russians to ensure his election, 
which Dershowitz does not think hap- 
pened, “there would be nothing criminal 
about it.” He thinks it would have been 
wrong to do so, but “it is not the role of the 
special counsel to expose wrongdoings — 
only to investigate and prosecute crime,” 
adding “not all wrongdoing is criminal.” 


Problems of the Grand Jury 

Perhaps one of the more interesting parts of 
the book is when Dershowitz discusses the 
role of the grand jury in an investigation in- 
volving any prosecutor, but especially a spe- 
cial counsel. “I care more about due process 
and civil liberties than I do about politics. 
As a civil libertarian I have long opposed 
the way even honest prosecutors use grand 
juries in a manner totally inconsistent with 
the original intent of the framers who wrote 
our Fifth Amendment that provides grand 
juries for all federal felonies.” 


AP Images 


30 


Dershowitz directly challenges the ro- 
mantic view some have of grand juries 
zealously watching out for the interests 
of the innocently accused. “The grand 
jury comes as close to a Star Chamber 
as any institution in America. It operates 
behind closed doors, denies targets and 
witnesses the right to have their counsel 
present, is presented only with inculpa- 
tory [material that tends to indicate guilt] 
and not exculpatory [material that tends 
to provide proof of innocence] evidence, 
and is supposed to decide only whether 
there is sufficient evidence to warrant a 
finding of probable cause.” That is why, 
Dershowitz laments, it is said that “pros- 
ecutors can get a grand jury to indict a 
ham sandwich.” 

I should add this is particularly danger- 
ous for Trump (and any other Republi- 
can) with a grand jury made up of D.C. 
residents — a Jurisdiction in which Trump 
got less than five percent of the vote in 
the last election. And as Dershowitz notes, 
whereas a trial jury understands that the 
prosecution must prove guilt beyond a rea- 
sonable doubt, “the mantra of the grand 
jury is when in doubt indict.” 

And once a person is indicted, even if he 
is later found not guilty by a jury, the taint 
of indictment never goes away. To many 
undiscerning Americans, it is roughly the 
equivalent of being found guilty. 

“No system of criminal justice should 
have to depend on good faith and integ- 


Alan 
Dershowitz 


rity of individual prosecutors. There are 
too many opportunists within the ranks 
of prosecutors, who merely seek notches 
on their belt rather than real justice,” Der- 
showitz notes. “A special counsel is even 
more dangerous for civil liberties than or- 
dinary prosecutors, because they generally 
have only one target. Lavrentiy Beria, the 
notorious former head of the Soviet KGB, 
once reportedly said to Stalin, ‘Show me 
the man, and I’Il show you the crime.’” 

Instead of a special counsel, Dersho- 
witz believes that a nonpartisan commis- 
sion should have been named to look into 
the Russia allegations. “The only way to 
find out what really transpired between 
Trump’s associates and Russia is to have 
a probe overseen by nonpartisan — as dis- 
tinguished from bipartisan — individuals 
who are competent, capable and respected 
in their relevant fields.” 

Finally, Dershowitz cautions against 
believing the testimony of underlings in 
the investigation of someone such as the 
president of the United States: 


When I taught criminal law and con- 
stitutional procedure at Harvard Law 
School for fifty years, I told my stu- 
dents that, “the first rule for commit- 
ting crimes in America is, ‘always 
commit the crime with someone 
more important than you.’” 


Dershowitz explains, “The reason is that 
you can trade testimony against the more 
important person for your own get out of 
jail card. The problem for some potential 
dealmakers is that they don’t have any- 
thing to offer against the more important 
person. So instead of just ‘singing,’ these 
mendacious witnesses ‘compose’ as well.” 

If one can overlook Dershowitz’s 
ramblings into other topics, and his oc- 
casional interjection of one of his liberal 
viewpoints, this a very entertaining and 
informative book. He also delves into is- 
sues such as Israel and Iran, abortion, and 
Trump’s travel ban, which have little, if 
anything, to do with the overall theme of 
his book. His discussion of the American 
Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) is partic- 
ularly interesting, however, considering 
his own devotion to civil liberties. The 
short of it is, Dershowitz sees the ACLU 
as being inconsistent in its defense of 
civil liberties. Hi 
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Heroes of Marjory 
Stoneman Douglas 
High School 


On February 14, a day in which most peo- 
ple celebrate love, a great evil took place at 
Marjory Stoneman Douglas High School in 
Parkland, Florida. Seventeen students and 
teachers lost their lives at the hands of a 
cowardly gunman who does not deserve to 
have his name mentioned. And while the 
entire nation mourns the loss of innocent 
lives, there were also heroes who emerged 
that day who deserve recognition. 

Among them is Aaron Feis, the school’s 
assistant football coach and security guard, 
who witnesses say threw himself in front 
of students to shield them from bullets. 
Feis died later that day during surgery. 

Football coach Willis May told the Or- 
lando Sentinel that Feis responded to the 
initial call on the school’s security radio 
walkie-talkies. May recalls that when 
someone on the radio suggested the gun- 
shots may have been firecrackers, Feis 
responded, “No, that is not firecrackers.” 
That was the last the staff on the radio 
heard from him. 

According to the school’s spokeswom- 
an, Denise Legtio, Feis died as he lived: 
“a very kind soul ... a hero.” Feis leaves 
behind a wife and a daughter. 

Geography teacher Scott Beigel, 35, 
opened the door of his classroom to let in a 
group of students who were attempting to 
escape the gunman. One student, Kelsey 
Friend, told Good Morning America that 
the gunman attempted to enter the class- 
room, but Beigel stood in the gunman’s 
way and attempted to relock the door to 
the classroom. The gunman shot him dead 
right on the spot. 

“Mr. Beigel was my hero and he still will 
forever be my hero,” high-school fresh- 
man Friend told CNN on February 15. “I 
will never forget the actions that he took for 
me and for the fellow students of the class- 
room.... I am alive today because of him.” 

Students told CNN that an unnamed 
janitor saved the lives of at least 40 stu- 
dents during the shooting by stopping 
them after she saw them unknowingly run- 
ning toward the gunman instead of away 
from him. Student David Hogg recalled to 
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CNN that the janitor then ushered the stu- 
dents into a culinary classroom for safety. 

“Without her, who knows how many of 
us would have died, ’cause we were easily 
100 feet away from the freshman building, 
and again, we thought this was a drill,” 
Hogg told the ABC13. 

“She saved my life, and she saved easily 
40 others there,” Hogg said. 

Colton Haab, a 17-year-old Junior 
Reserve Officer Training Corps student, 
jumped into action after hearing gunshots. 
He told CNN he led over 60 students to 
safety in a JROTC classroom, where he 
instructed students to use Kevlar sheets as 
shelter. 

“We took those sheets, and we put them 
in front of everybody so they weren’t seen, 
because they were behind a solid object 
and the Kevlar would slow the bullet 
down,” Haab said. “I didn’t think it was 
going to stop it, but it would definitely 
slow it down to make it from a catastroph- 
ic to a lifesaving thing.” 

Haab told CNN he and a friend were 
preparing to fight the gunman if he tried 
to enter the room. “I was a little scared. I 
was more worried about getting home safe, 
making sure everybody got home safe,” he 
said. “God forbid, if he did come into the 
classroom. I didn’t want that to happen, 
but if it did, I would try to stop him with 
another friend of mine that was with us.” 

“We grabbed two pieces of two-by-four, 
a fire extinguisher and a chair,” Haab told 
Reuters. “We were going to try to stop him 
with whatever we had.” 

Thankfully, the students in the JROTC 
room did not have to face the gunman. 

When asked what was going through 
his mind during these trying moments, he 
responded, “I’m thinking about how I’m 
going to make sure everyone goes home 
to their parents safely.” 

“IT want to eventually join the military 
so that’s just my mindset that I was just 
going to try to help as many people,” he 
added. “I just wish I could help more.” 

Two teachers are being honored for 
managing to hide as many children as 
possible. 

Culinary teacher Ashley Kurth, 34, told 
the Daily Beast that she began grabbing 
students as they were running out of the 


freshman building. After approximately 
90 seconds of this, she shut the door and 
got everybody to the storage area and into 
her office. She managed to hide about 65 
students and colleagues. 

Another teacher, Melissa Falkowski, 
somehow managed to hide 19 students in 
a closet with her, where they remained for 
30 minutes until SWAT officers arrived. 

“We sort of huddled in the corner for 
a few minutes and then I made the deci- 
sion to move everyone to the closet,” she 
told CNN. “You try to do the best you can 
for the kids you are supposed to keep safe.” 

And while the school’s remaining staff 
are not named here, it’s important to honor 
all of those who barricaded their class- 
rooms to protect students during the shoot- 
ing and tried to keep them calm. 

The death toll at Marjory Stoneman 
Douglas High School makes this shoot- 
ing the third-worst school shooting in re- 
cent U.S. history, after Virginia Tech and 
Sandy Hook. A total of 17 were killed and 
15 were injured. 

While the victims’ families are strug- 
gling with the emotional turmoil the 
shooting has caused, they will at least be 
free of the financial struggles that funeral 
expenses might have created. Florida At- 
torney General Pam Bondi has announced 
that her office will pay for the funeral ex- 
penses of the victims. “We will pay for the 
funeral expenses of these poor victims and 
we’ll do everything we can to help their 
families. The state of Florida, we will pay 
for counseling for the surviving victims. 
We will pay for students who need coun- 
seling,” Bondi said during a news confer- 
ence Wednesday evening. 

While the gunman does not deserve 
the satisfaction of having his name spread 
across the media, the victims deserve men- 
tion: Alyssa Alhadeff, 14; Scott Beigel, 
35; Martin Duque Anguiano, 14; Nicholas 
Dworet, 17; Aaron Feis, 37; Jaime Gut- 
tenberg, 14; Christopher Hixon, 49; Luke 
Hoyer, 15; Cara Loughran, 14; Gina Mon- 
talto, 14; Joaquin Oliver, 17; Alaina Petty, 
14; Meadow Pollack, 18; Helena Ramsay, 
17; Alex Schachter, 14; Carmen Schentrup, 
16; and Peter Wang, 15. May God rest your 
souls and be with your families. 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Worse Than Watergate? Is Obama Like Nixon — Only More So? 


President Nixon hired men to illegally spy on Democrat headquarters. Under Obama, 
government agencies lied to spy on Trump and frame him. Both times it was covered up. 


When you tape, there’s no escape: President Nixon’s practice of taping Oval Office 
conversations, motivated perhaps by an instinct for self-preservation, was his undoing. The 
recordings left no doubt about his complicity in the Watergate affair. 


by Selwyn Duke 


66 W shall resign the presidency, ef- 
] fective at noon tomorrow.” So 
said President Richard Milhous 
Nixon on August 8, 1974, as he made 
history in a way he neither dreamt nor 
desired, becoming the first and only 
American chief executive to resign 
from office. His was the most prominent 
scalp claimed by the Watergate affair, 
the country-rending event that, wrong- 
ly no doubt, is the political scandal by 
which all other political scandals are 
now measured. This includes the current 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act 
(FISA)-abuse story, which House Judi- 
ciary Committee member Representative 
Steve King (R-Iowa) said in January was 
“worse than Watergate.” 

Being only six years old when the Wa- 
tergate scandal broke, it meant little to 
me. You know, as a child, you hear the 
name, think about actual water and a gate 
and then go back to playing with your 
toy soldiers. But while prior to June 18, 
1972, “the Watergate” meant little more 
to most adults than it did to mini-me, it 
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would soon become one of American his- 
tory’s most famous apartment complexes. 
As the Washington Post reported on the 
aforementioned date: 


Five men, one of whom said he is a 
former employee of the Central Intel- 
ligence Agency, were arrested at 2:30 
a.m. yesterday in what authorities de- 
scribed as an elaborate plot to bug the 
offices of the Democratic National 
Committee here. 

Three of the men were native-born 
Cubans and another was said to have 
trained Cuban exiles for guerrilla 
activity after the 1961 Bay of Pigs 
invasion. 

They were surprised at gunpoint 
by three plain-clothes officers of the 
metropolitan police department in a 
sixth floor office at the plush Water- 
gate, 2600 Virginia Ave., NW, where 
the Democratic National Committee 
occupies the entire floor. 

There was no immediate explana- 
tion as to why the five suspects would 
want to bug the Democratic National 
Committee offices or whether or not 


they were working for any other in- 
dividuals or organizations. 


This would soon change. Two ambitious, 
young, liberal Washington Post reporters 
(forgive the redundancy), Bob Woodward 
and Carl Bernstein, quickly latched onto 
the story and began an aggressive in- 
vestigation, which would ultimately be 
facilitated by information provided to 
Woodward by a secret source given the 
pseudonym “Deep Throat.” Just a day 
after the above Post story, in fact, the two 
journalists reported that one of the five 
men arrested “is the salaried security co- 
ordinator for President Nixon’s reelection 
committee,” 53-year-old former CIA em- 
ployee James W. McCord, Jr. On August 
1, they related that a “$25,000 cashier’s 
check, apparently earmarked for the 
Nixon campaign, wound up in the bank 
account of a Watergate burglar,” Bernard 
L. Barker. September 29 they wrote that 
“John Mitchell, while serving as attor- 
ney general, controlled a secret Repub- 
lican fund used to finance widespread 
intelligence-gathering operations against 
the Democrats.” And October 10 brought 
the revelation that “FBI agents establish 
that the Watergate break-in stems from a 
massive campaign of political spying and 
sabotage conducted on behalf of the Nixon 
reelection effort.” The bread crumbs were 
being followed — and these would be just 
the first of many damning revelations. 


Media Malfeasance 

Fast-forward almost a half-century, and 
Bernstein is still around, though his new 
stance in the era of Trump makes him 
hardly recognizable. This man, who once 
applauded the release of the Pentagon Pa- 
pers and ostensibly stood for government 
transparency, has been quite transparent in 
his bias. In a February 2 interview with 
CNN’s Jake Tapper, he criticized the re- 
lease of the FISA abuse memo, saying, 
reported Newsweek, that “America is liv- 
ing through its darkest days since Sena- 
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Perhaps inadvertently buttressing the pro-Irump forces’ case, the 
paper's Aaron Blake pointed out February 5 that the FBI has a history 
of being politicized (and thus isn't worthy of Bernstein's blind faith). 


tor Joseph McCarthy’s anti-Communist 
‘witch hunts.’” Calling President Donald 
Trump a “demagogic authoritarian,” Bern- 
stein “said that the memo is a ‘red herring,’ 
being used by the Trump administration 
to derail Special Counsel Robert Mueller’s 
investigation into allegations of collusion 
between the Trump campaign and Rus- 
sia,” Newsweek further informs. 

Interestingly, “witch hunt” is also the 
description President Trump’s defenders 
use to describe the Mueller investigation 
itself, which law professor and lifelong 
Democrat Alan Dershowitz has charac- 
terized as a threat to “civil liberties” and 
a partisan fishing expedition disguised as 
an exercise in justice. Also interesting, 
however, was Bernstein’s rationale for 
why the FISA memo should have been 
withheld. As Newsweek also related, “If 
indeed there is exonerating evidence 
there, the president ought to have enough 
faith in our institutions, including inspec- 
tors general, the FBI, oversight commit- 
tees,” he said. 


Ideology before integrity? Washington Post reporters Carl Bernstein (left) and Bob Woodward 


That’s rich. Why doesn’t Bernstein just 
show faith in the institution of the presi- 
dency? This man, who’s defined by not 
having trusted that institution, and who 
made his name tackling the political estab- 
lishment, now calls for essentially blind 
faith in other government institutions. 

His position also places him at odds 
with his former partner, Bob Woodward. 
As many already know, the FISA memo 
relates to the surveillance of former Don- 
ald Trump campaign advisor Carter Page; 
it states that the FBI presented the now- 
infamous “Steele dossier” as evidence to 
a secret court for warrants to spy on Page 
beginning in 2016. Yet as Woodward 
told Fox News Sunday January 14, that 
dossier “is a garbage document. It never 
should have been presented in — as part 
of an intelligence briefing.” Bernstein is 
also contradicted by his ex-employer, the 
Washington Post. Perhaps inadvertently 
buttressing the pro-Trump forces’ case, 
the paper’s Aaron Blake pointed out 
February 5 that the FBI has a history of 
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(right) became famous uncovering Watergate criminality, using a source dubbed Deep Throat. 
Now Bernstein seems to want to deep-six scrutiny of the FBI and says President Trump should 


have “faith” in our institutions. 
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being politicized (and thus isn’t worthy 
of Bernstein’s blind faith), writing: 


Even before [famed FBI director 
J. Edgar] Hoover, what was then 
called the Bureau of Investigation 
was founded by President Theodore 
Roosevelt in 1908 to assist in Roo- 
sevelt’s trust-busting efforts. As the 
FBI’s own website says today, the 
bureau “was not yet strong enough 
to withstand the sometimes corrupt- 
ing influence of patronage politics on 
hiring, promotions, and transfers.” By 
the 1920s, the FBI’s website recalls, 
it “had a growing reputation for po- 
liticized investigations. In 1923, in the 
midst of the Teapot Dome scandal that 
rocked the Harding Administration, 
the nation learned that Department 
of Justice officials had sent Bureau 
agents to spy on members of Congress 
who had opposed its policies.” 

Hoover took over the bureau in 
1924 on the promise to reform it. 
That ... didn’t exactly happen. And 
for anybody who needs a refresher, 
read up on what the Church Commit- 
tee found in the 1970s. 


The point is not that the FBI should be rent 
root and branch, but that we need to watch 
the watchers as well. No government en- 
tity can be beyond oversight, and no infor- 
mation that doesn’t jeopardize national se- 
curity should be beyond the people’s sight. 
This brings us to the amazing morphing 
memo. Prior to that FISA document’s re- 
lease on February 2, prominent Democrats 
insisted that publicizing it would threaten 
our nation and that advocacy of such was 
akin to treason; after the release proved 
this a lie, however, the memo magically 
transformed: It was just a dud, they sud- 
denly averred — wholly unworthy of dis- 
cussion. It could almost make one think 
the pro-establishment forces and the FBI 
were afraid of something. But what? 


What Are the FBI 

and Its Allies Accused Of? 

Let’s understand the damning allegation 
at issue here: Just as Nixon used cam- 
paign operatives to spy on the opposition 
party, Barack Obama administration-era 
Democrats did likewise — except they 
employed actual government investiga- 
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tory agencies to do it. As a pre- 
text, the allegation holds, they 
used that aforementioned dos- 
sier, a compilation of reports by 
shadowy ex-British spy Chris- 
topher Steele, who used uncor- 
roborated information provided, 
ironically, by anonymous Rus- 
sian sources. The Washington 
Examiner gave us more detail 
February 2, writing: 


¢ The Steele dossier formed 
an essential part of the initial 
and all three renewal FISA ap- 
plications against Carter Page. 

¢ [Ex-FBI deputy director] 
Andrew McCabe confirmed 
that no FISA warrant would 
have been sought from the 
FISA Court without the Steele 
dossier information. 

¢ The four FISA surveil- 
lance applications were 
signed by, in various com- 
binations, [ex-FBI director] 
James Comey, Andrew Mc- 
Cabe, [then-deputy attorney 
general] Sally Yates, [ex-DOJ 
official] Dana Boente, and 
[deputy attorney general] Rod 
Rosenstein. 

¢ The FBI authorized pay- 
ments to Steele for work on 
the dossier. The FBI terminat- 
ed its agreement with Steele in late 
October when it learned, by reading 
an article in Mother Jones, that Steele 
was talking to the media. 

¢ The political origins of the Steele 
dossier were known to senior DOJ 
and FBI officials, but excluded from 
the FISA applications. 

¢ DOJ official Bruce Ohr met with 
Steele beginning in the summer of 
2016 and relayed to DOJ informa- 
tion about Steele’s bias. Steele told 
Ohr that he, Steele, was desperate 
that Donald Trump not get elected 
president and was passionate about 
him not becoming president. 
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And what fanciful notions did this bias 
birth? Fox News pundit Tucker Carlson 
presented a very good analysis of the 
dossier on the February 13 edition of his 
show: 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 


Trying to Steele the election: Using Russian sources, virulently 
anti-Trump ex-MI6 spy Christopher Steele compiled a dossier of 
negative information on the president. It’s so ridiculous, however, 
that one commentator called it “a stupid joke.” Yet the joke is on us: 
The dossier has caused national disruption — precisely what the 
Russians wanted. 


After more than a year of probing by 
politicians and intelligence agencies 
and journalists, here’s the sum total 
of what we actually know about the 
document that started all of this [dis- 
ruption and investigation]. We know 
the dossier was compiled by Chris- 
topher Steele, acting as a contractor 
of [commercial research and strategic 
intelligence firm] Fusion GPS, with 
funds supplied by the Hillary Clinton 
campaign and the DNC. The dossier 
was a form of opposition research 
designed to be used against Trump in 
the presidential campaign; it was not 
an intelligence document — it was 
“oppo.” The dossier claims that Rus- 
sian authorities didn’t simply collude 
with Trump during a 2016 election, 
the charge you hear a lot about; it 
also claims that Russian intelligence 
cultivated Donald Trump as a kind 


of asset, a kind of one-man 
sleeper cell for more than five 
years. Needless to say, there’s 
no evidence of that. 

The dossier also claims 
the Kremlin fed the Trump 
team intel. reports on Hillary 
Clinton and other political op- 
ponents for years. There’s no 
proof of that, either. 

It claims Trump was fa- 
vored by Moscow with lucra- 
tive Russian real estate deals 
as part of his cultivation as 
a political asset, that sleeper 
cell. No proof there, either. 

According to the dossier, 
Trump and Russia were ex- 
changing intelligence with 
each other for at least eight 
years. No proof of that. 

The dossier goes on to de- 
scribe a clandestine meeting 
in Prague between Trump 
lawyer Michael Cohen and 
representatives, supposedly 
that took place in August of 
2016. This is one of the very 
few claims in the dossier 
that has been conclusively 
checked — and it’s false. 
Cohen wasn’t even outside 
the US at the time the meeting 
supposedly took place. 

In sum, the Steele dossier 
is absurd. The closer you read it, the 
more absurd it is. Take 10 minutes 
to do so yourself. It’s online. And as 
you read it, ask yourself who would 
believe something like this? It’s so 
transparently partisan and unlikely 
and stupid and flimsy, it reads like a 
parody of a badly written spy novel. 
At the same time he was firing 
people on The Apprentice, Donald 
Trump was working with Vladimir 
Putin to subvert America? It’s hard 
even to say that with a straight face. 
It’s that stupid. 

And yet, keep in mind and never 
forget, this is the document the FBI 
used to justify spying on American 
citizens. These are the claims that 
Democrats in Congress repeatedly 
cited as the reason to stop the nor- 
mal functioning of government in 
order to investigate the administra- 
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tion. This is the famous dossier that 
even today progressives in the media 
are spending millions in an attempt 
to corroborate. And it’s all a stupid 
joke. Amazingly, a lot of people in 
power fell for it. 


For sure, “It’s easier to fool people than to 
convince them they have been fooled,” as 
the saying goes. The question is: Who in 
positions of power wanted to do the fool- 
ing, and to what end? Well, note that the 
surveillance of Page meant that the FBI 
would have been listening in on conversa- 
tions between him and anyone he interact- 
ed with — including any Trump campaign 
officials in that orbit. In other words, a 
very stupid document can be a pretext for 
something more sinister than stupid. 

So we can see similarities and differ- 
ences between Watergate and the FISA 
abuse. Both occurred in the midst of a 
presidential election campaign. Both in- 
volved the executive branch of govern- 
ment spying on members of the opposition 
party who were seeking the White House, 
perhaps to gather dirt on them. Both used 
illegal means to effect that spying. Both 
involved paying ex-spooks (former CIA 
agent E. Howard Hunt, for instance, in 
Nixon’s case) to make mischief. As for 
the differences, the FISA abuse was per- 
petrated by government agencies, while 
the Watergate break-in was the handiwork 
of the president’s campaign operatives. 
(Of course, if Nixon had FISA at his dis- 
posal, he might have been able to weapon- 
ize government agencies, too.) Also note 
that when campaign operatives surveil, it’s 
called spying; when government agencies 
spy, it’s called surveillance. 


Coordinated Coverup 

As for Watergate, the break-in was the 
handiwork of a White House special inves- 
tigations unit established July 24, 1971 and 
dubbed the “Plumbers,” as it was tasked 
with stopping leaks. (It was actually the 
second Plumber burglary of the DNC offic- 
es, a fateful return trip necessitated by the 
malfunction of listening devices installed in 
May 1972.) But Watergate also was, as is 
said, a case of the coverup being worse than 
the crime. As History.com writes: 


In August [1972], Nixon gave a 
speech in which he swore that his 
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Dropping dirt: Ex-FB] Deputy Director Andrew McCabe confirmed that no FISA warrant would 
have been sought without the now-discredited Steele dossier. But were intelligence officials 
foolish, or were they “planting suspicion” to justify unjustifiable surveillance? 


White House staff was not involved 
in the break-in. Most voters believed 
him, and in November 1972 the 
president was reelected in a land- 
slide victory. 

... It later came to light that Nixon 
was not being truthful. A few days 
after the break-in, for instance, he ar- 
ranged to provide hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars in “hush money” to 
the burglars. 

Then, Nixon and his aides hatched 
a plan to instruct the Central Intel- 
ligence Agency (CIA) to impede the 
FBI’s investigation of the crime. This 
was a more serious crime than the 
break-in: It was an abuse of presiden- 
tial power and a deliberate obstruc- 
tion of justice. 


So perhaps there are even more similari- 
ties between then and now. Former Clinton 
associate Dick Morris wrote February 14 
that in 2015, Bill and Hillary Clinton gave 
then-FBI Deputy Director Andrew Mc- 
Cabe’s wife, Jill, what Morris describes 
as a “$1.2 million bribe.” The money was 
transferred by close Clinton allies to Jill, 
who was running for the state senate in 
Virginia (she lost); Morris theorizes that 
the quid pro quo was that McCabe would 
try to quash the investigation into Hillary 
Clinton’s mishandling of classified in- 
formation. As Morris put it, “So we have 
some of Hillary Clinton’s major donors 


giving over a million dollars to an obscure 
candidate for a minor Virginia state legis- 
lative seat just as the candidate’s husband 
is sitting [in] judgment of Hillary’s emails 
on her private server.” 

Then there’s the matter of the (meant 
to be secret) 2016 meeting between then- 
Attorney General Loretta Lynch and Bill 
Clinton aboard Lynch’s plane on the tar- 
mac at Phoenix’s Sky Harbor International 
Airport. “The following month, then-FBI 
Director James Comey announced the bu- 
reau would not recommend that the De- 
partment of Justice pursue charges in the 
email probe. Comey has testified before 
Congress that Lynch asked him to refer to 
the probe as a ‘matter,’ a request that made 
him feel ‘queasy,’” Newsweek reported 
December 15. The timing certainly was, 
shall we say, suspicious. 

So allegations of bribery, obstruction 
of justice, and using federal investiga- 
tory agencies to achieve political ends, 
all with the complicity of upper-echelon 
administration officials and partisans — 
it all sounds quite “Watergateish.” The 
question is, how high up does this go? In 
Watergate, there was no question about 
the president’s involvement after the rev- 
elation that Nixon taped every conversa- 
tion in the Oval Office. While his lawyers 
claimed that executive privilege allowed 
him to keep the tapes private, this ulti- 
mately proved unsuccessful. As History. 
com further relates: 
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Early in 1974, the cover-up and ef- 
forts to impede the Watergate in- 
vestigation began to unravel. On 
March I, a grand jury appointed by 
a new special prosecutor indicted 
seven of Nixon’s former aides on 
various charges related to the Wa- 
tergate affair. The jury, unsure if 
they could indict a sitting presi- 
dent, called Nixon an “unindicted 
co-conspirator.” 

In July, the Supreme Court or- 
dered Nixon to turn over the tapes. 
While the president dragged his feet, 
the House of Representatives voted 
to impeach Nixon for obstruction 
of justice, abuse of power, criminal 
cover-up and several violations of the 
Constitution. 

... Finally, on August 5, Nixon re- 
leased the tapes, which provided un- 
deniable evidence of his complicity 
in the Watergate crimes. In the face of 
almost certain impeachment by Con- 
gress, Nixon resigned in disgrace on 
August 8, and left office the follow- 
ing day. 


Why the Guilty Will Likely Walk 

But what about the current situation? Will 
another U.S. president ultimately be im- 
plicated? Commentator Monica Crowley 
weighed in on this at The Hill February 
12, writing: 


In all of the discussions about the po- 
litical weaponization of the Depart- 
ment of Justice (DOJ) and the FBI, 
alleged corruption at the highest 
echelons of those agencies and se- 
rial abuse of the secret FISA process 
surrounding the 2016 election, one 
name has been conspicuously absent: 
President Barack Obama. 
High-ranking officials and other 
major players in those agencies — 
which Obama oversaw — are in- 
creasingly embroiled in the grow- 
ing scandal: James Comey, Loretta 
Lynch, Andrew McCabe, [DOJ offi- 
cial and special-counsel team mem- 
ber] Andrew Weissmann, Sally Yates, 
[anti-Trump FBI agent] Peter Strzok, 
[FBI attorney and ex-special-counsel 
team member] Lisa Page, Bruce Ohr. 
Given the tight control Obama 
exercised over every part of his ad- 
ministration and agenda, the idea that 
any of these appointees and loyalists 
freelanced their activities without at 
least his tacit approval or that of his 
White House strains credulity. 


This is entirely logical, but it brings us to 
some profound differences between the 
current situation and Watergate. Perhaps a 
major reason why Nixon fell and Obama 
survived his presidency is that the leftist 
media were hostile toward the former (par 


Part of the Lynch mob? Pictured with ex-Attorney General Loretta Lynch — herself implicated in 
the weaponization of the DOJ — Barack Obama has thus far escaped scrutiny. But many find it 
hard to believe that he didn’t know about the FBI’s nefarious activities. 
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for the course with Republicans) but were 
advocates for the latter. Moreover, with 
our institutions increasingly left-wing and 
with virtue having diminished everywhere 
during the last many decades, Obama was 
enabled by government agencies in a way 
of which Nixon could only dream. There 
was no “Woodward and Bernstein” fed 
information by a Deep Throat, revealed in 
2005 to have been then-FBI associate di- 
rector Mark Felt. Instead, the whole Wash- 
ington establishment was lined up against 
what they viewed as a deep threat: the anti- 
establishment candidacy of Donald Trump. 

This brings us to this matter’s scariest 
aspect. I believe that the Obama admin- 
istration was so brazen in its misuse of 
power and weaponization of government 
(don’t forget the IRS scandal involving the 
targeting of conservative groups) not just 
because leftists, being moral relativists/ni- 
hilists, are vice-ridden people who believe 
the ends justify the means. I suspect it’s 
also because they calculated that, with left- 
ist governmental hegemony on the horizon, 
they’d never be held accountable. 

Remember that the election of Donald 
Trump, a businessman and reality televi- 
sion star who’d never served in the mili- 
tary or held public office, was perhaps the 
greatest political upset in American histo- 
ry. Most “experts” thought it impossible. 
So the Left had every reason to believe 
that four years of Hillary Clinton further 
“transforming” our country would lead 
to another four years of Hillary. Note that 
this would have meant the increasingly 
accelerated importation of “undocument- 
ed Democrats” (left-leaning future voters, 
generally called immigrants or “refu- 
gees”; this had already reached a fever 
pitch under Obama) and the “Californifi- 
cation” of even more states. The Left al- 
ready wholly controls the culture-shapers, 
the media, academia, and entertainment, 
and I suspect they believed the next eight 
years would see a tipping point that would 
also give them a death grip on the execu- 
tive branch of government — the part of 
government that enforces the laws. 

This would have made government law- 
less. As the French Revolution, the Soviets, 
the Maoists in China, and the Khmer Rouge 
in Cambodia proved, the only limit on leftist 
tyranny is leftist power. This is something 
that goes far beyond FISA abuse — and that 
is certainly worse than Watergate. li 
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Off-duty Customs 
Agent Shoots Intruder 


U.S. Customs and Border Protection 
(CBP) is the largest law-enforcement 
agency operating within the Department 
of Homeland Security. CBP agents are 
normally tasked with enforcing U.S. regu- 
lations related to trade, customs, and im- 
migration. On February 12, one CBP agent 
was forced to use her training to defend 
her own home. 

According to the ABC affiliate in 
Pembroke Park, Florida, a break-in oc- 
curred at the Pinecrest, Florida, home 
of a female CBP agent. The incident un- 
folded around | a.m., when police say 
an intruder broke a sliding glass door 
to gain access to the woman’s house. 
The woman was jarred from her sleep 
by the sound of the shattering glass and 
quickly retrieved her government-issued 
.40-caliber pistol. The off-duty agent 
confronted the intruder and fired at him 
multiple times. Police were soon called 
to the house, where they discovered the 
body of the deceased suspect. 

Neighbor Steve Leonard told ABC10 
he was “a bit surprised, a bit shocked, 
but you know, it’s a very quiet neighbor- 
hood around here.” But he added, “Well, 
it is Miami, so it can happen, but not in 
this neighborhood. This tends to happen 
in other neighborhoods. But this area has 
scared me always a bit because we’re so 
close to U.S. 1, so it’s a quick getaway.” 

CBP is investigating the break-in and 
shooting, as is the Miami-Dade Police 
Department. The female agent, who has 
been with CBP for 25 years and is the 
branch chief for the Miami CBP office, 
was placed on administrative leave, which 
is standard protocol after a government- 
issued firearm is used. 


Prison Grudge Carried Over 


In a similar story out of Philadelphia in- 
volving an off-duty law-enforcement pro- 
fessional having to resort to armed self-de- 
fense, NBC10 reported that a corrections 
officer who was just getting off work was 
violently attacked by a recently discharged 
inmate from the same correctional facility! 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 


Twenty-six-year-old Jamal Bennett 
was discharged from the Curran-From- 
hold Correctional Facility, and instead 
of leaving the site, Bennett apparently 
stuck around and, after a 45-minute wait, 
confronted a prison guard who was get- 
ting off work. Sixty-six-year-old Michael 
Maratea, who is a veteran correctional of- 
ficer with 27 years on the job, told Bennett 
to stop approaching his car, but Bennett 
did not comply. Investigators say the two 
men then got into a physical altercation. 
Maratea broke free from the struggle and 
ran to his vehicle, but Bennett followed 
and allegedly tried climbing into the car. 
Maratea grabbed his service gun, and 
Bennett reached for it at the same time. 
Maratea fired his gun and shot Bennett one 
time in the chest. Maratea called 911 to re- 
port the deadly altercation. Both Maratea 
and Bennett were taken for treatment at 
a nearby medical facility. Maratea was 
released after being treated for head and 
neck pain, but Bennett was listed in criti- 
cal condition. 

Philadelphia Police Chief Inspector 
Scott Small told NBC10 that Bennett had 
had multiple run-ins with the law prior 
to the latest incident and was in custody 
for two weeks on probation and gun vio- 
lations but was just released owing to a 
court order. “It seems like he was starting 
his life of crime over again within minutes 
of being released.” 

The local union for correctional offi- 
cers, AFSCME District Council 33, ex- 
pressed frustration to NBC10 about what 
happened, and they claimed the attack 
was the result of poor parking-lot secu- 
rity. “These inmates, they don’t like cor- 
rections officers inside the walls and they 
don’t like them outside the walls.” 

The commissioner of Philadelphia pris- 
ons, Blanche Carney, told NBC1O0 that 
she takes her responsibility to protect cor- 
rectional officers from exactly this type 
of threat very seriously. “I’m responsible 
for them and when we see a situation that 
presents itself and we’re able to correct it 
and address it, we do.” The correctional 
facility in question recently upgraded the 
lighting in the area where the attack oc- 
curred, but there are currently no surveil- 
lance cameras in that location. 
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Shooting Out Tires? 


Victor Valley (California) News reported on 
February 5 about some proactive neighbors 
who actually stopped a burglary in progress 
and held the suspects until police arrived. 
The crime occurred in the early morning 
of February 3 when two home invaders 
forced their way into a house in Apple Val- 
ley, California. The two burglars were only 
in the house for a few minutes before an 
armed neighbor burst in and stopped them. 
The alert neighbor heard some commotion 
and grabbed his firearm to assist as best 
he could. The armed neighbor herded the 
two suspects out of the house and shot out 
the tires on their escape vehicle. Another 
neighbor heard the gunshots, armed himself 
with a shotgun, and ran over to help. The 
two armed neighbors then held the suspects 
while they called 911 to report the crime. 
Sheriffs soon arrived and arrested the two 
suspects for burglary, and booked them into 
the local detention center on $75,000 bail. 

Police investigators were soon able to 
link the suspects to previous burglaries 
at the same house, which occurred late 
last year and early this year and involved 
thousands of dollars’ worth of property 
being stolen. It appears that the criminals 
returned to the scene of the crime, hoping 
to repeat their past success. These prior 
crimes also explain why the neighbors 
were so alert and prepared to intervene this 
time. After getting a search warrant for 
one of the suspect’s residences, deputies 
were able to retrieve the majority of the 
stolen property as well as “22.4 grams of 
suspected Methamphetamine, four guns, 
and ammunition.” The two suspects had 
additional charges added to their growing 
list of crimes, which included possession 
of drugs for sale, possession of guns with 
drugs, and possession of stolen property. 
Both suspects also had their bail increased 
by $50,000. 

The sheriff’s office did state that firing 
a handgun at the tires of the getaway ve- 
hicle was overzealous. The sheriff’s office 
indicated that the San Bernardino County 
District Attorney’s Office is exploring 
possibly charging the neighbor for “reck- 
less discharge of a firearm at an uninhab- 
ited vehicle.” 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Names Change, Fiscal 
Irresponsibility Endures 


Item: The left-wing Washington Post 
for February 10 (in an article entitled 
“Spending plan ends era of government 
restraint”) reported: 


The massive infusion of cash ap- 
proved by Congress early Friday 
morning is slated to lift the budgets 
of federal agencies and the Pentagon 
far beyond what they were at the start 
of the Trump presidency, ending the 
era of spending restraint that gripped 
Washington for most of this decade. 

The deal signed into law by Presi- 
dent Trump will pump more than 
$500 billion in additional money into 
domestic agencies and the Pentagon 
over two years, the biggest increase 
in spending in almost a decade. 


The “Republicans’ decision ... supported 
by Democrats,” the Post went on to say, 
“suggests that the attitude toward govern- 
ment spending in Washington has funda- 
mentally changed and that agencies will 
have a greater ability to address their 
priorities. ‘What we have been doing is 
lurching from one big crisis to another, 
and that’s very unsettling for agency heads 
and recipients of federal money and any- 


one trying to plan around the government,’ 


said Alice Rivlin, the director of the Office 
of Management and Budget in the Clinton 
administration. ” 

At the tail end of the lengthy piece, the 
paper acknowledged: 


To some conservatives, the new 
spending agreement represents a set- 
back at a time when Republicans con- 
trol the federal government. “Demo- 
crats seem to have gotten more of 
what they wanted than Republicans 
did,” said Justin Bogey, senior policy 
analyst for fiscal affairs at the con- 
servative Heritage Foundation. 


ITEM: Another New York Times piece on 


February 10 (“For Republicans, the Tea 
Party Is Over”’) commented that the federal 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


Paying off the military-industrial complex? Rather than cut back on U.S. military commitments 
abroad to benefit both our country and the military, President Donald Trump boosted U.S. 
spending (money we don’t have) to upgrade the military. 


“spending push reflected years of pent- 
up demand that resulted from Republican 
adherence to Tea Party-driven fiscal re- 
straint.... Republican defense hawks said 
the restrictions imposed by formal spending 
caps were badly weakening the military. To 
get those restrictions lifted, top Republicans 
cut a deal with Democrats who were happy 
to take advantage and get a plethora of their 
own top proposals paid for in the bill.” 
ITEM: Yet another February 10 New York 
Times piece, called “Austerity Era Comes 
to End,” said that the “last seven weeks 
amount to a sea change in United States 
economic policy. The era of fiscal austerity 
is over, and the era of big deficits is back.” 
CORRECTION: Once upon a time, folks 
knew what “fiscal austerity” and “spending 
restraint” meant. No more, apparently. A fter 
all, in no sane world does it mean govern- 
ment policies that could lead to, say, defi- 
cits approaching a trillion dollars. Yet that 
is what occurred under President Obama. 
Top Republican candidates and officials 
used to say — speaking of the Barack 
Obama administration — that “trillion- 
dollar deficits will slow our economy, 
restrain employment, and cause wages 
to stall.” Paul Ryan (now House speaker) 
previously vowed: “In this generation, a 
defining responsibility of government is to 
steer our nation clear of a debt crisis while 


there is still time.”” When Obama came up 
with a “stimulus” package of a mere $800 
billion or so, GOP Senator Mitch McCon- 
nell (now Senate majority leader) blasted 
“one of the most expensive votes in his- 
tory,” saying that “Americans are wonder- 
ing how we’re going to pay for all this.” 

That spending spree was not restraint 
and, most assuredly, the latest plans in place 
are not either: They are expected to add 
about $1.8 trillion to the national debt over 
the next decade (according to Congressio- 
nal Budget Office estimates). Next year, it 
is likely that the U.S. government’s annual 
budget deficit will surpass $1 trillion. 

Also keep in mind, though it is often ig- 
nored in the deficit/debt debates, that the 
federal government has also made promises, 
totaling tens of trillions of dollars, that aren’t 
“paid for,” to use budget jargon. These are 
“unfunded liabilities”: government promises 
to provide entitlements in the future. 

The sad truth is that the government 
has gone from a system of checks and bal- 
ances to one of checks and deficits. 

Remember that the radical Left, both in 
office and within the echo chamber of the 
mainstream media, generally cheered when 
President Obama oversaw the boost of the 
national debt from about $11 trillion to $20 
trillion. Now, they exultantly mock Presi- 
dent Trump and GOP leaders for becom- 
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ing “yuuge” spenders, especially at a time 
when the Republicans hold both congres- 
sional houses and the White House. 

The travesty requires some play-act- 
ing. It helps to have a deadline, forcing 
action lest the government be compelled 
to “shut down.” The constrained party 
usually says it was cornered and had no 
alternative. Yes, you have seen this game 
before. 

In this instance, White House bud- 
get chief Mick Mulvaney told television 
viewers that the president was forced to 
agree to more than $100 billion in higher 
domestic spending so the Pentagon could 
get a needed increase. Mulvaney, a for- 
mer Republican congressman from South 
Carolina, acknowledged that he probably 
would have voted against the deal if he 
were still in the House. However, as he 
said on television, the Democrats “held 
the Defense Department hostage, and we 
had to pay that ransom.” 

This kabuki theater has its own style: 
Party A may say defense is vital, while 
Party B stresses social-welfare measures. 
Then the parties make a deal that provides 
each with victories and excuses, thus al- 
lowing each to blame the other. This is 
deemed “bipartisanship.” 

There were, to be sure, determined op- 
ponents to politics as usual. Representative 


Mo Brooks (R-Ala.) called the spending 
bill “a debt junkie’s dream.” And Repre- 
sentative Mark Meadows (R-N.C.), the 
chairman of the House Freedom Caucus, 
censured his party’s leaders. “I can tell you, 
the real problem with this particular one is 
that our leadership caved, the swamp won, 
and the American taxpayer lost,” Meadows 
said on CBS’s Face the Nation. 

Senator Rand Paul (R-Ky.) exposed the 
charade on the floor of the Senate, which 
led to a short “shutdown.” Paul became 
less popular with his colleagues when he 
observed that when “the Republicans are 
in power, it seems there is no conservative 
party. The hypocrisy hangs in the air and 
chokes anyone with a sense of decency or 
intellectual honesty.” 

In the Senate these days, as Paul noted 
in a Time op-ed shortly after the vote: 


Nothing seems to matter except the 
will of a small circle of Big Gov- 
ernment, free-spending leaders who 
demand silence and “take it or leave 
it” votes. 

I chose to leave it. 

I wasn’t elected to be anyone’s rub- 
ber stamp. I wasn’t elected to allow 
business as usual — whether it’s out- 
of-control spending or out-of-control 
tules that stifle debate and votes. 


Sticking up for scruples: Senator Rand Paul (R-Ky.) was one of the few Republicans to 
denounce the latest spending bill, which will balloon deficit spending, rightly noting that 
Republicans were largely elected on promises to scale back both the government and spending. 
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Seven hundred pages of bill, spend- 
ing over 500 billon new dollars. It’s 
a lot to throw at someone the day of 
a shutdown deadline. But of course, 
the leaders knew that. They count on 
no one to challenge them. They count 
on rubber stamps and yes-men who 
will fight them “the next time.” 


There were not enough opponents to slow 
the spendathon. The winning side backed 
the spending (and borrowing) of trillions, 
thus continuing the government’s bor- 
rowing of the equivalent of about $1 mil- 
lion a minute. 

The latest bipartisan deal amounts to the 
expenditures of about 13.5 percent more in 
the next two fiscal years than even proposed 
by the Obama administration. That certainly 
is a bad deal for taxpayers. Angelo Codedil- 
la, a professor emeritus of international rela- 
tions at Boston University, puts it this way: 


Increasingly, we are being governed 
by something approaching a “Grand 
Coalition.” This phenomenon is fa- 
miliar in Europe, much of which has 
been ruled by parliamentary majori- 
ties composed of legislators from the 
traditionally opposed parties of the 
right and left... 

Here too, the co-mingling of Re- 
publicans’ and Democrats’ respon- 
sibility makes it impossible to hold 
either party responsible, and has led 
increasing sectors of our population 
to feel that neither their elected rep- 
resentative nor the party to which that 
official belongs represents them. 


That said, there have been significant dif- 
ferences between the Obama and Trump 
administrations. The economy has been 
clicking along much better in recent quar- 
ters, driven in part by deregulation and 
pro-energy development policies, as well 
as the recent tax cut. 

Yet, the current level of spending is 
not sustainable, certainly not without 
reforming so-called entitlements. The 
growth of “mandatory spending” — 
much of which Donald Trump has prom- 
ised not to touch, though it is the largest 
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part of the budget — is flying on auto- 
pilot. This is a point made by William 
Diffendorf II (a former Navy secretary 
and ambassador) and New York investor 
Dan Negrea. Their piece, endorsing en- 
titlement reform, appeared in the Wash- 
ington Times in mid-February. 

Such “mandatory spending” was about 
26 percent of the federal budget in 1965. 
Yet that will grow, as they wrote, 


to 64 percent in 2020. Net interest was 
7 percent in 1965 and will be 11 per- 
cent in 2020. As a result, discretion- 
ary spending which was 68 percent 
in 1962 will be squeezed to just 24 
percent of the federal budget by 2020. 

Most mandatory spending is on en- 
titlements: Social Security, Medicare 
and Medicaid. And all three programs 
will run out of money: Social Security 
in 2035, Medicare in 2029 and Medic- 
aid in 2028. Increasing taxes to make 
these programs financially healthy is 
not the answer. Higher taxes will re- 
duce economic growth which we need 
to pay down our debt. 


We are told that entitlement reform will 
come. When? Tomorrow. But somehow 
“tomorrow” doesn’t come. Yet these en- 
titlements keep sucking up “an ever-rising 
share of GDP and federal budget and pre- 
sent the true threat to national defense,” as 
noted by the Wall Street Journal. 

Just for the record, it is instructive to re- 
call the Republican Party’s 2016 platform, 
which reads: “We must impose firm caps 
on future debt, accelerate the repayment of 
the trillions we now owe in order to reaf- 
firm our principles of responsible and lim- 
ited government, and remove the burdens 
we are placing on future generations.” 

Isn’t that quaint? 

Meanwhile, leftists don’t want to 
allow Americans to keep more of their 
own earnings, insisting that tax cuts are 
imprudent. However, the actual obstacle 
is overspending on unconstitutional pro- 
grams. Though the mass media pretend 
that the GOP is the principal malefactor 
for fiscal irresponsibility, there is plenty 
of blame to share. That includes the con- 
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They SAY AN ELEPHANT Mever- FORGETS... 


gressional leadership in general, as well 
as the White House. 

We have been going in the wrong direc- 
tion and for the wrong reasons. Writing in 
the Daily Signal in February, Heritage Foun- 
dation analyst Adam Michel explained: 


Less than two months after the his- 
toric tax reform, which is already 
boosting wages, increasing job op- 
portunities, and cutting Americans’ 
taxes, Congress promptly decided to 
raise spending. 

They roughly increased spending 
over the next 10 years by the same 
amount they cut taxes, assuming the 
spending increases are permanent 
(which they tend to be). That’s the 
exact opposite of what was needed. 

The spending deal, which was 
passed in early February, increases 
2018 and 2019 budget authority by 
much more than any Obama-era 
spending cap increase. Such a dra- 
matic departure from fiscal sanity is 
reckless. 


Debt and deficits will not disappear 
without controlling so-called mandatory 
spending. 


Unfortunately, the bill for overspend- 
ing does come due, and it will have to be 
paid by future generations of Americans 
— perhaps sooner than most would like 
to believe. 

A Wall Street Journal analysis recently 
divided government expenditures into 
those considered for national defense and 
entitlements. The latter “payments for 
individuals,” as the paper noted, include 
“income transfers as Medicare, Medicaid, 
Social Security and food stamps, among 
other things.” That category, the editors 
commented, 


was 47.7% of outlays in 1989 and 
has steadily climbed to reach an esti- 
mated 69.2% in 2019. 


GOP congressional leadership indeed 
“caved” under pressure, as their very own 
conservative colleagues have recognized. 
Once again, we are reminded of the wis- 
dom of “Evans’ Law,” as formulated by 
the late M. Stanton Evans. As that stellar 
conservative leader, journalist, and author 
famously observed: “When ‘our people’ 
get to the point where they can do us some 

good, they stop being ‘our people.’” Hl 
— WILLIAM P. HoaR 
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THE !.\5 WORD 


BY WILLIAM F. JASPER 


Memos, Indictments, and the Deep State Coup 


or the past year and 
FE a half, the American 

people have been sub- 
jected to a steady drumbeat 
of stories and charges alleg- 
ing collusion between Donald 
Trump and Vladimir Putin. 
During the final weeks of the 
2016 presidential campaign, 
Hillary Clinton, along with 
her political surrogates and 
media allies, ramped up her 
accusations of treasonous ac- 
tions by Candidate Trump and 
his entourage. After losing the 
November election, Clinton 
& Company doubled down on 
the “Trump-Russia collusion” 
hysteria, attempting to derail 
the Trump train at the Electoral College vote in December. 

That effort failed also, but the Trump-Kremlin conspiracy 
theorists did not let up. They have continued their efforts to 
delegitimize and hamstring the Trump administration, aided by 
Deep State operatives who have corrupted and politicized our 
federal intelligence and law-enforcement communities. Former 
CIA Director John O. Brennan, former National Intelligence Di- 
rector James Clapper, and former FBI Director James Comey 
have played the chief roles in attempting to provide a semblance 
of credibility to the claim that Russia aided Trump in order to 
keep Hillary Clinton out of the White House. They have made 
repeated, outlandish statements to this effect, but always without 
providing any substantiating evidence. 

This unholy trinity — Brennan, Clapper, and Comey — and 
a significant contingent of their agency minions led a massive 
disinformation campaign, unprecedented in scope, aimed at the 
American people. It was (and is) nothing less than a treasonous 
coup effort to overturn the results of a legal, constitutional elec- 
tion. The fact that these globalist operatives no longer occupy 
their official governmental posts has not stopped them from pur- 
suing the same nefarious objective. They, along with many of 
their minions, have simply moved their operations over to CNN, 
MSNBC, PBS, the Washington Post, and other globalist propa- 
ganda founts. Perhaps it is fitting that Brennan, Clapper, and 
Comey, who have been publicly exposed as notorious liars and 
leakers, are joining up with the Liars-R-Us “mainstream” media. 

February was a busy month in the ongoing coup/anti-coup po- 
litical drama. On February 2, the House Intelligence Committee 
released its long-awaited memo that provided important details 
and confirmation concerning the Obama administration’s illegal 
use of the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act court warrants to 
spy on Donald Trump — and millions of Americans. The memo 
had been held hostage for weeks by Democrats on the commit- 
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tee. The Democrats, led by 
Representative Adam Schiff 
of California, then issued their 
own memo as a rebuttal, and 
the Republicans issued their 
rebuttal of the rebuttal. In the 
midst of all this, on Febru- 
ary 16, former FBI Director 
Robert Mueller (now special 
counsel in the Trump-Russia 
investigation/witch hunt) is- 
sued grand jury indictments 
for 13 Russian nationals and 
three Russian companies. The 
indictments, which accuse the 
Russians of attempting to in- 
fluence the 2016 presidential 
election, mostly through social 
media, do not implicate Presi- 
dent Trump or any of his associates in any way. 

However, lest we forget, let’s look back at the genesis of 
this “Trump-Russian collusion” trope and how it came to 
be the vehicle that very nearly destroyed our Republic (and 
still could). On June 12, 2016, in the midst of the heated U.S. 
presidential election, WikiLeaks spokesman Julian Assange 
announced that he had a huge cache of damning e-mails from 
the Democratic National Committee that he would soon be 
releasing. The DNC, Hillary Clinton, and her campaign chief, 
John Podesta, immediately went on the offensive with a pre- 
emptive strike. With help from media allies, they would divert 
attention from what was in the e-mails to how they were (alleg- 
edly) obtained. On June 14, two days after the WikiLeaks an- 
nouncement, the DNC announced that the cybersecurity firm 
CrowdStrike had determined that malware had been inserted 
onto the DNC server by Russian hackers. 

Amazingly, rather than utilizing the multi-billion-dollar 
facilities and top-of-the-line analysts at the FBI and NSA to 
analyze the DNC computer server, the Obama-run FBI, DOJ, 
and “intelligence community” simply rubberstamped the unsub- 
stantiated “Russian fingerprints” claim of the DNC-employed 
CrowdStrike. Many top-notch cybersecurity experts immediate- 
ly called foul, and issued critiques exposing not only the phony 
“Russian fingerprints,” but the fact that the DNC data had been 
copied onto a device, not downloaded via the Internet. In other 
words, it had been leaked, not hacked. Among the most impor- 
tant exposés is an in-depth report provided by Veteran Intel- 
ligence Professionals for Sanity (VIPS), the most well-known 
member of which is Dr. William Binney, the legendary NSA 
tech genius and whistleblower. Nevertheless, the Deep State 
Brennan-Clapper-CNN-NBC disinformation choir continues to 
promote the Clinton-DNC-CrowdStrike false story of “Trump- 
Russia collusion.” The battle for freedom rages on. Hf 
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Amendment I. Congress shall make no law respecting an 
establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or 
abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the right of the 
people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the Government for a 
redress of grievances. 


Amendment II. a well-regulated militia being necessary to 
the security of a free state, the right of the people to keep and bear 
arms shall not be infringed. 


Amendment III. No soldier shall, in time of peace, be 


quartered in any house, without the consent of the owner, nor in 
time of war, but in a manner to be prescribed by law. 


Amendment IV. tie right of the people to be secure in 
their persons, houses, papers, and effects against unreasonable 
searches and seizures shall not be violated, and no warrants shall 
issue, but upon probable cause, supported by oath or affirmation, 
and particularly describing the place to be searched, and the persons 
or things to be seized. 


Amendment V. No person shall be held to answer for a 
capital, or otherwise infamous crime, unless on a presentment or 
indictment of a grand jury, except in cases arising in the land or 
naval forces, or in the militia, when in actual service in time of war 
or public danger; nor shall any person be subject for the same offense 
to be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall be compelled in 
any criminal case to be a witness against himself, nor be deprived of 
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life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor shall private 
property be taken for public use, without just compensation. 


Amendment VI. tn alf criminal prosecutions the accused 
shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial, by an impartial 
jury of the state and district wherein the crime shall have been 
committed, which district shall have been previously ascertained by 
law, and to be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation; 
to be confronted with the witnesses against him; to have compulsory 
process for obtain-ing witnesses in his favor, and to have the 
assistance of counsel for his defense. 


Amendment VII. in suits at common law, where the 
value in controversy shall exceed twenty dollars, the right of trial by 
jury shall be preserved, and no fact tried by a jury shall be otherwise 
re-examined in any court of the United States, than according to the 
rules of the common law. 


Amendment VIII. Excessive bail shall not be required, nor 
excessive fines imposed, nor cruel and unusual punishments inflicted. 


Amendment IX. The enumeration in the Constitution, 
of certain rights, shall not be construed to deny or disparage others 
retained by the people. 


Amendment X. Tie powers not delegated to the United 
States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the states, are 
reserved to the states respectively, or to the people. 
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